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VALIDITY OF MINIMUM WAGE 
STATUTES APPLICABLE TO 
PRIVATE EMPLOYMENT 


Attention was called recently to the 
opinion of the Supreme Coart of the 
United States in Adkins v. Children’s Hos- 
pital (43 Sup. Ct. 394, 24 A. L. R. 1238), 
in which an: Act of Congress, applicable 
generally to all occupations within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, giving a board and its 
advisers the power to fix for women a mini- 
mum wage sufficient, in its opinion, to sup- 
ply the necessaries of life, invalid on the 
ground that it was violative of the provi- 
sions of the Federal Constitution against 
deprivation of liberty or property without 
due process of law. It may be mentioned 
in this connection that there is no inhibi- 
tion in the Constitution of the United 
States against the enactment by Congress 
of laws impairing the obligation of con- 
tracts. However, this statute was attacked 
upon the ground that it authorized an un- 
constitutional interference with the free- 
dom of contract included within the guar- 
anties of the due process clause of the 
Fifth Amendment, which contains the pro- 
vision already adverted to relating to lib- 
erty and property. It is stated in the 
opinion of the Court that the right to con- 
tract about one’s affairs is a part of the 
liberty of the individual protected by this 
clause, and in support of this statement 
many cases are cited. The Court states 
that in making contracts of employment, 
generally speaking, the parties have an 
equal right to obtain from each other the 
best terms they can as a result of private 
bargaining. 

While the. proposition last mentioned 
seems to be well supported by decisions, it 
is well known that as matter of fact one 
of the parties ig more often than otherwise 





placed at such a disadvantage that there is 
no such thing as bargaininf¥ about the mat- 
ter. It is sometimes necessary for Courts 
to take a situation as it is, not as in theory 
it ig supposed to be. 


Furthermore, as is well known, the con- 
stitution provision referred to is no in- 
hibition upon any legislature in the pas- 
sage of necessary or reasonable police laws. 
The Supreme Court of Oregon, in Stettler 
v. O’Hara (69 Ore. 519, 139 Pac. 743, L. 
R. A. 1917C 914), in upholding a mini- 
mum wage law, said: ‘‘The Court cannot 
say, beyond all question, that the act is a 
plain, palpable invasion of right secured 
by the fundamental law, and has no real 
or substantial relation to the protection of 
public health, the public morals or public 
welfare. Every argument put forward to 
sustain the Maximum Hours Laws, or upon 
which it was established, applies equally in 
favor of the constitutionality of the Mini- 
mum Wage Law as also within the police 
power of the State, and as a regulation 
tending to guard the public morals and the 
public health.’’ Upon the authority of 
this ease, the minimum wage statute of the 
State of Washington was upheld in Larsen 
v. Rice (100 Wash. 642, 171 Pac. 1037). | 
Subsequently the Washington statute was 
attacked on the ground that it made no. 
provision for notice to persons affected by 
its terms. The validity of the statute was 
sustained (Spokane Hotel Company v. 
Younger, 113 Wash. 359, 194 Pac. 595). 
In this case the Court in part said: ‘‘In 
short, the legislature, instead of fixing the 
minimum wage and the conditions of labor 
for women and minors, as it would clearly 
have the right to, without any notice what- 
ever to persons affected thereby, has 
authorized a commission to examine into 
and determine the facts upon which the 
act may become operative. This, we are 
satisfied, may be done without any notice, 
unless notice is required by the act gov- 
erning the commission. If the legislature 
may pass a law fixing the minimum wage 
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and labor conditions for women and 
minors, it follows, as a matter of course, 
that the legislature may authorize the com- 
mission to determine the facts upon which 
such law may become operative. We are 
of the opinion that employers have no 
vested right to notice as a matter of right.’’ 

The Minnesota Court, in the case of 
Williams v. Evans (139 Minn. 32, 165 N. 
W. 495, 166 N. W. 504, L. R. A. 1918F, 
542), upholds the validity of a minimum 
wage law. Likewise the case of State v. 
Crowe (130 Ark. 272, 197 S. W. 4, L. R. 
A. 1918A, 567), dealing with a statute of 
the State of Arkansas. 

The Adamson Law in effect fixed a mini- 
mum wage for railroad employees, and this 
law was upheld in Wilson v. New (243 U. 
S. 332, 37 Sup. Ct. 298, 61 L. Ed. 755, L. 
R. A. 1917E, 938). ‘This act was sustained 
primarily upon the ground that it was a 
regulation of a business charged with a 
public interest, and it was pointed out that 
regarding ‘‘the private right and private 
interest, as contradistinguished from the 
public interest, the power exists between 
parties, the employers and employees, to 
agree as to a standard of wages free from 
legislative interference,’’ but that this did 
not affect the power to deal with the mat- 
ter with a view to protect the public right. 





NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS 


UNLICENSED PERSON MAY RECOVER 
FOR SERVICES AS NURSE.—Under Laws 
1921, p. 527, amending Rev. St. 1919, § 9160, 
prohibiting anyone from practicing as a nurse 
for hire or engaging in the care of the sick as 
an attendant unless licensed, in view of the 
fact that section 9162 as amended requires a 
certificate of facts regarding an applicant’s 
experience and qualifications to practice as an 
attendant, and section 9166 as amended refers 
to any nurse or attendant without a certifi- 
cate, a person who cared for the farm and 
stock of a sick person could recover for serv- 
ices in caring for such person, although he 
was unlicensed as a nurse or attendant, since 
the statute refers to the professional practice 
of nursing and the word “practice” means fre- 








quently repeated or customary action, habitual 
performance, a succession of acts of similar 
kind, habit, custom, appplication of science to 
the wants of men, the exercise of any ‘profes- 
sion, professional business, as the practice of 
law or medicine, and “engage” means to em- 
bark in a business; the two words as used be- 
ing synonymous. Marker v. Cleveland, Mo. 
App., 252 S. W. 95. 

“In all the cases which we have found 
where convictions for crime have been had 
for treating the sick, or other similar cases, 
dispensing medicines without a license, or 
where recovery for such services have been 
denied, have been cases where thie accused 
or claimant was practicing the profession 
without having complied with the statute. 
Examples—see State v. Smith, 233 Mo. 242, 
135 S. W. 465, 33 L. R. A. (N. S) 179; 
O’Bannon v. Widick (Mo. App.), 198 S. W. 
432; Id., 281 Mo. 478, 220 S. W. 853. It is 
clear to us that the services rendered by 
plaintiff in the nature of nursing were not 
rendered while practicing as a nurse, or while 
engaging in the care of the sick as an at- 
tendant; but were rendered in connection 
with other burdensome labor, and that he can 
recover for such services as well as the 
others.” 


PHYSICIAN’S OPINION MUST BE BASED 
ON SUFFICIENT FACTS.—In the case of 
Wells Bros. Const. Co. v. Industrial Commis- 
sion, 137 N. E. 791, the Illinois Supreme Court 
held that a physician’s testimony as to the 
applicant’s physical condition following an 
injury should have been excluded where he had 
based his conclusions solely upon observations 
of outward symptoms, such as twitching of the 
injured man’s hands, and statemerfts made by 
him. In this respect the Court said: 

“We think the argument of counsel for 
plaintiff in error finds support in the record 
that considerable of the testimony of the phy- 
sicians testifying for the applicant was based 
upon a subjective examination, and it may 
be said thaf some of the testimony of the 
physicians for plaintiff in error was based 
also on the subjective symptoms as stated to 
them by the applicant. This Court has more 
than once held that the testimony of physi- 
cians is incompetent which is made after ex- 
amination of the applicant with a view to 
testifying and is based wholly upon the 
physicians’ observation of outward mani- 
festations within the applicant’s control, such 
as pressure or twitching of the hands or 
turning in of the toes (Grienke v. Chicago 
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City Ry. Co, 234 Ill. 564, 85 N. E. 327; Casey 
v. Chicago City Ry. Co., 237 Ill. 140, 86 N. E. 
606). This Court has also held that, when 
the physician’s statement is based partly 
upon his own observation and partly upon 
the statement of the case made by the in- 
jured person, such evidence is not admissi- 
ble (Chicago Union Traction Co. v. Giese, 
229 Ill. 260, 82 N. E. 232 Therefore, it is 
clear that the testimony of Dr. Comes, so 
far as he testified it was based ‘only on his 
(Lydon’s) actions and statements,’ was in- 
admissible. It seems also clear from the read- 
ing of Dr. Rydin’s testimony that he based 
his conclusion as to the applicant’s condition 
partly upon the statements of the subjective 
symptoms made to him by the applicant. 
What was said by this Court in Schmidt v. 
Chicago City Railway Co. (239 II]. 494, 88 
N. E. 275), International Coal Co. v. Indus- 
trial Comm. (293 Ill. 524, 127 N. E. 703, 10 
A. L. R. 1010), MeKenna v. Chicago City 
Railway Co. (296 Ill. 314, 129 N. E. 814), 
and Central Illinois Service Co. v. Good- 
pasture (302 Ill. 27, 1384 N. E. 124) does not 
in any way modify the conclusions reached 
by this Court in the decisions already cited 
as to the physician not being authorized + 
base his conclusions as to the person’s in- 
jury in part upon objective symptoms and 
in part upon subjective symptoms derived 
from the patient’s statements to the phy- 
sician.” 


RAILROAD EMPLOYEE RENEWING TIES 
ENGAGED IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE.— 
V., an employee of a railroad company, was en- 
gaged in renewing cross-ties upon a main run- 
ning track over which passed intrastate and 
interstate traffic. A private road crossed this 
track at the place V. was working. This cross- 
ing was planked. In order to renew the ties, 
it was necessary to take up the crossing planks 
and relay them. While driving a spike in the 
relaying of the planks, the head of the spike 
broke off, striking V. in the eye and destroying 
the sight thereof. Held, by the Supreme Court 
of New Jersey, in Vincelli v. New Jersey Cent. 
R. Co., 121 Atl. 132, that V. was engaged in 
interstate commerce at the time of the accident. 
The Court in part said: 

“There is probably no question which has 
been the subject of more legal discussion and 
more divergent views than the one as to 
whether at the time of an accident an em- 
ployee was or was not engaged in interstate 
commerce. It is a question often difficult to 
decide. In the present case we feel con- 
strained to differ with the opinion of the 





court of common pleas. The particular work 
in which Vincelli was engaged was in renew- 
ing ties of a main running track used in in- 
terstate traffic. The taking up and the re- 
laying of the planking at the private cross- 
ing was a part of the main or particular piece 
of work in which Vincelli was at the time 
of the accident engaged. Under the General 
Railroad Act (section 26, P. L. 1903, p. 659), 
it is made the duty of a railroad company 
to ‘construct and keep in repair good and 
sufficient bridges and passages over, under 
and across the railroad or right of way where 
any public or other road, street or avenue 
now or hereafter laid, shall cross the same, 
so that public travel * * * shall not be 
impeded thereby.’ This provision cast upon 
the railroad company the obligation of main- 
taining and keeping in repair the crossing. 
The planking was a pert or the crossing and 
the crossing a part of the track which was an 
instrumentality used in interstate commerce. 
When Vincelli was at work in spiking the 
planks of the crossing, he was in legal con- 
templation as much engaged in interstate 
commerce as if spiking a nail to the cross- 
ties. If he had been injured aoing the latter, 
there would probably have been no question 
raised as to whether or not he was engaged 
in interstate commerce at the time of the 
accident. The determining factor is whether 
the structure upon which the employee is 
working is an instrumentality used by the 
earrier in its interstate business. If subject 
to such use, then an employee working upon 
such instrumentality is engaged in interstate 
commerce.” 

In Stiedler v. Pennsylvania R R. Co., 94 N. 
J. Law, 197, 109 Atl. 512, the employee was 
painting, when injured, a pole carrying electri¢ 
wires used to operate cars. The Court of Er- 
rors and Appeals said that he was engaged in 
the preservation of an instrumentality of inter- 
state commerce. One engaged in assisting a 
railroad surveyor in a survey made to eliminate 
a curve in a track used by ‘the railroad com- 
pany in both intrastate and interstate traffic 
was held to be engaged in interstate commerce. 


UNDERTAKER NOT LIABLE FOR NEG- 
LIGENCE OF DRIVER OF HIRED VEHICLE. 
—In the case of Courtinard v. Gray Burial & 
Cremation Co., 121 Atl. 145; the New Jersey 
Court of Errors and Appeals holds that where 
an undertaker hired an automobile with a 
driver from another undertaking company, to 
go to a named cemetery, and exercised no con- 
trol over the driver except to state generally 
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the cemetery objec:ive, leaving to him the ex- 
clusive management, itinerary direction, and 
control of the vehicle, and the services of the 
driver were not transferred to the hirer, the 
latter is not responsible for the driveér’s negli- 
gence. We quote a portion of the Court’s opin 
ion as follows: 

“Tested, therefore, by this principle, it is 
manifest from the undisputed facts in the 
record that the defendants Casey neither 
hired, directed, nor controlled the driver, nor 
did they exercise over him power, authority, 
or supervision more than to impart to him 
as was done in the Steinbrenner Case, the 
particular purpose and object of his employ- 
ment, leaving to him the exclusive manage- 
ment, itinerary direction, and control of the 
vehicle, which factors, as we have observed, 
present the substantial inquiries and deter- 
minative tests for ascertaining the existence 
of the legal relationship of master and ser- 
vant, and consequent liability thereunder. 
Nor can the factual and legal status of the 
driver be ignored in dealing with the liabil- 
ity of the parties, for manifestly as a sen- 
tient being, capable of choosing his own em- 
ployment, his services could not be trans- 
ferred to another without his consent, ex- 
pressly or impliedly given, and whether such 
transfer was in fact effectuated would in- 
evitably become a jury question, whenever 
from the testimony that inquiry would as- 
sume the form of a debatable question, for as 
was stated by Mr. Justice Magie for the Su- 
preme Court in D., L. & W. R. R. v. Hardy, 
59 N. J. Law, 35, 34 Atl. 986, affirmed by this 
Court in 59 N. J. Law at page 562, 39 Atl. 637: 

“To establish the fact that the servant of 
one has thus transferred his services to an- 
other pro hac vice, it must appear that he 
has assented expressly or impliedly to such 
transfer. No one could transfer the services 
of his servant to another master without the 
servant’s consent.’ ” 

In this connection, see holding of the St. 
Louis Court of Appeals in Grothmann v. Her- 
mann, 241 S. W. 461, annotateu in 95 C. L. J. 
307. 








FOR ACCURACY’S SAKE 


“You have heard what the last witness said,” 
persisted counsel, “and yet your evidence is to 
the contrary. Am I to infer that you wish to 
throw doubt on her veracity?” 

The polite young man waved a deprecating 
hand. 

“Not at all,” he replied. “I merely wish to 
make it clear what a liar I am if she’s speak- 
ing the truth.”—Tit-Bits (London). 








THE JUDICIAL POWER OF THE 
SUPREME COURT 
By Everett P. WHEELER 


Mr. Tittmann’s article (C. L. J., Vol. 
96, p. 367) on the subject of limiting the 
power of the Supreme Court, reminds one 
of Mr. Cleveland’s remark, ‘‘The campaign 
of education is a continual duty.’’ 

When the people of the United States 
framed the Federal Constitution they 
established a government with certain 
powers which were defined in a written in- 
strument which we call the Constitution. 
The people also determined in this same 
instrument to limit in some respects the 
powers of the several State Governments. 
The question naturally arose—how shall 
these limitations be enforced? The people 
in their Constitution provided for a Su- 
preme Court of the United States which 
should have jurisdiction over controversies 
arising under the Constitution and laws of 
the United States. Its decisions were to 
be final. 

This proposition that it was not only the 
right but the duty of the Court to decide 
whether an act either of Congress or of the 
state legislatures transcended the author- 
ity conferred by the Constitution is clearly 
stated in the Federalist. In the debate in 
the Massachusetts Convention Samuel 
Adams stated it clearly. The objection 
which has been made to the Constitution as 
originally proposed was that it contained 
no bill of rights. Governor Hancock intro- 
duced a_ resolution which favored an 
amendment which should declare expressly 
the reservation of certain rights to the peo- 
ple of the States. This reservation was 
afterwards embodied in the first ten amend- 
ments which were unanimously adopted 
immediately after the ratification of the 
Federal Constitution. It is clear from con- 
temporary history that this Constitution, 
would not have been ratified had it not 
been with the understanding that these 
amendments would be adopted. Mr. 
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Adams said (Elliot’s Debates, Vol. II, p. 
131): 

‘Your Excellency’s just proposition 
is ‘that it be explicitly declared that all 
powers not expressly delegated to Con- 
gress are reserved to the several States to 
be by them exercised.’ This appears to 
my mind to be a summary of a bill of 
rights which gentlemen are anxious to 
obtain. It removed a doubt which many 
have entertained respecting the matter, 
and gives assurance that if any law made 
by the Federal Government should be ex- 
tended beyond the power granted by the 
proposed Constitution and inconsistent 
with the Constitution of this State, it 
would be an error, and adjudged by the 
court of law to be void.’’ 


The love of power is natural to man and 
the State Governments at an early period 
showed a disposition to transcend the 
limits which the people had thus set to 
their powers and to encroach upon the 
powers of the general government. Laws 
were passed taxing the agencies of the gen- 
eral government, taxing commerce between 
the States, and limiting the rights of citi- 
zens of one State to do business in another. 
Finally, several of the States undertook to 
tax and regulate immigration into those 
States from foreign countries. The Courts 
of the several States in which these acts had 
been passed sustained their validity. But 
in every one of the instances mentioned the 
Supreme Court of the United States in 
virtue of the power given it by the Consti- 
tution overruled the state courts and held 
the acts of the state legislatures to be in 
violation. of the limits which the people 
through their Constitution had fixed. It 
was not the Court, properly speaking, that 
overruled the acts of the state legislature; 
but the people themselves through the Con- 
stitution which they had made. The Court 
acted as a tribunal to enforce the sovereign 
will of the people. The power thus con- 
ferred upon the Court was undoubtedly 
great, but experience has shown that it was 
vital to the existence of the government. 
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If the decisions of the state courts and the 
acts of the state legislatures which have 
been referred to had been sustained the 
government of the United States would 
have been weak and inefficient and would 
have gone to pieces at the first attack. 


From the beginning the Supreme Court 
has recognized the greatness of the task 
thus imposed upon it and has held that an 
act either of Congress or the state legisla- 
ture should not be declared to be in excess 
of the powers conferred by the people upon 
their legislatures except in a clear case. In 
every decision where the power has been 
exercised the coneurring judges have held 
that the ease was clear. What the dissent- 
ing judges said in effect was that to them 
the repugnancy was not clear. One of the 
most important of the decisions that has 
been referred to, that in the Passager tax 
eases (7 Howard 283), which upheld the 
right of Congress to control immigration 
into this country, was by a Court almost 
equally divided. Five judges concurred in 
the decision, four dissented. But the peo- 
ple have acquiesced in the soundness of the 
decision and no one now would think of 
disputing it. If each State could regulate 
for itself immigration and allow any per- 
sons it chose to enter its domain, this would 
in effect subvert any restrictions which 
might be placed by other States. It is clear 
to us now, though it was not to four 
learned judges, that this subject is one for 
the jurisdiction of the federal government. 


The radical] fallacy in Mr. Tittmann’s 
proposition is this: If it were required 
that more than a majority of the Court 
should coneur in a decision this would 
really put the decision in the hands of the 
minority. Three dissenting judges would 
really decide the ease. 


Everyone admits that the quantity of leg- 
islation in this country is excessive. Let 
us be thankful that there are some limits 
to the powers of the legislatures and that 
we have a Supreme Court to enforce these 
limitations. 
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THE SUPREME COURT AND FIVE- 
TO-FOUR DECISIONS 


By George E. Sioan 


Senator Borah has announced that he 
intends to revive his bill limiting the power 
of the Supreme Court in declaring federal 
laws unconstitutional. The bill would re- 
quire at least seven of the nine Justices to 
coneur in nullifying an act of Congress, 
thus eliminating the criticism of ‘‘five-to- 
four’’ decisions. 

La Follette,. leader of the Senate radicals, 
would go even farther and have a consti- 
tutional amendment enabling Congress to 
override all decisions of the Supreme Court 
by a two-thirds vote. Borah draws the 
line at this, saying: 

_ ‘I do not believe in depriving the Su- 
preme Court of the power to pass upon 
the constitutionality of law. But there 
is much dissatisfaction over five-to-four 
decisions by which acts of Congress, 
passed by an overwhelming majority and 
signed by the President, are nullified 
and if some moderate measure, such as I 
am proposing, is not adopted we may get 
something more radiecal.”’ 

The idea is not new. Webster once pro- 
posed a similar measure, and Clay sup- 
ported it. As late as 1868 the House 
passed such a bill, but it did not get 
through the Senate. 

While it is no doubt true that there is 
dissatisfaction over the power of the Su- 
preme Court to invalidate acts of Congress 
by a mere majority vote, it is highly proba- 
ble that its extent is considerably less than 
Mr. Borah has been led to believe. Here, 
for example, is an opinion of the type that 
has so influenced the Senator from Idaho: 

‘‘Not satisfied with usurping the 
power to nullify acts of Congress, for 
the lust of power is never satiated, the 

Supreme Court has arrogated to itself the 

equally dangerous power of amending 


If, to a majority of the nine irrespon- 
sible individuals who constitute the (Su- 
preme) Court, an act of national legisla- 
tion does not seem reasonable they may 
disregard its obvious meaning as ex- 
plicitly set forth in the act itself and 
give it a wholly different meaning which 
will accord with their own personal 
views. * * * Nine corporation lawyers, 
most of them by association, training, 
and predelection wedded to plutocracy, 
are actually exercising the power to say 
what laws the national legislature may 
enact and to make over to suit their re- 
actionary minds those that they do not 
declare unconstitutional.’’ 


Such views do not come from Magnus 
Johnson, nor that veteran warrior, Samuel 
Gompers. These charges of ‘‘usurpation,’’ 
‘‘eorporation lawyers,’’ and ‘‘irresponsible 
individuals’? come from a Justice of the 
Supreme Court of New York—John Ford! 


Opposed to the view of Justice Ford is 
that of L. L. Winters, Chicago economist 
and director of the Chicago Board of 
Trade, who believes that: 








‘‘The Supreme Court is the only safe- 
guard of our lives, liberty and property. 
Destroy its power and a tyrannical ma- 
jority would, at will, pass legislation 
which would destroy the rights of the 
helpless minority.’’ 


James M. Beck, U. S. Solicitor General, 
takes the stand that we might some day 
have a radica] President and in the four or 
eight years he was in power he might be 
able to appoint three Justices of the Su- 
preme Court. Thus a radical faction could 
be formed within the Court, making it im- 
possible for the Court to properly perform 
its funetion for many years to come. IIl- 
ness or death might result in only six 
judges sitting, when the unanimous opin- 
ion of the six judges present would be nul- 
lified by the absence of the others. 

The United States is the only nation in 
existence where the court of last resort is 





the acts which it permits to stand. * * * 
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able to veto the acts of the highest legis- 
lative body.? 

While the Constitution itself did not ex- 
pressly grant the powers of passing upon 
the constitutionality of federal or state 
laws,” they were established by repeated 
decisions of the Court, and sanctioned by 
publie opinion of the nation. The first of 
these great decisions was that of Marbury 
v. Madison, decided in 1803, soon after 
Marshall came into office. This held that 
to declare unconstitutional any act of Con- 
gress. 

In order to understand the origin of Mar- 
bury v. Madison® it is necessary to under- 
stand John Marshall. At the time he ac- 
cepted the position of Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court in 1801 it was not the posi- 
tion of honor that it is today. John Jay, 
the first Chief Justice, resigned to become 
a candidate for Governor of New York. 
John Rutledge resigned from the Supreme 
bench to become Chief Justice of the South 

arolina Supreme Court, and President 
Jefferson himself said in his message to 
Congress in 1805 that undoubtedly the see- 
ond office in the United States was govern- 
orship of the Territory of Orleans. When 
the architect of our nationad capitol 
planned the structure he forgot that the 
Supreme Court even existed and did not 
provide a room for it in the building. This 
explains why the Supreme Court of the 
United States, during all the time that 

(1) But see 6 Am. Pol. Sci. Rev. 456 (1912), 
mentioning a recent case in Roumania declaring 
unconstitutional an act of the Roumanian Par- 
liament. 

The Federal Circuit Court for Pennsylvania de- 
clared an act of Congress unconstitutional in Hay- 
burn’s Case (1792), but the case is not reported. 
See 13 Am. Hist. Rev. 281 (1908), by M. Ferrand. 

(2) The subject was not debated extensively in 
the Constitutional Convention, and what little dis- 
cussion did take place showed a wide difference of 
opinion among the delegates. 

The Constitution itself says merely that: 

“The judicial power of the United States shall 
be vested in one Supreme Court, and in such in- 
ferior courts as the Congress may from time to 
time ordain and establish. The judges, both of 
the Supreme and inferior courts, shall hold their 
offices during good behavior, and shall, at stated 
times, receive for their services a compensation 
which shall not de diminished during their con- 
tinuance in office. (Article 3, Section 1.) 

(3) 1 Cranch. 137. 





Marshall was Chief Justice, met in the 
basement of the Capitol—the little room 
which is now the library of the Court. 

Marshall’s one great thought in going on 
the bench was to weld the States into a sin- 
gle nation. He did this by strengthening 
the Supreme Court and the first of those 
tremendous pronouncements which made 
the Court more powerful than Congress 
itself was Marbury v. Madison. Since 
then Fletcher v. Peck,* MeCulloch v. 
Maryland,® the Dartmouth College Case,® 
Gibbons v. Ogden,” and Cohens v. Virginia® 
have followed. It is significant, in view of 
the recent agitation, that none of these 
great landmarks were ‘‘five-to-four’’ de- 
cisions.® 

Boreh and La Foilette secm to coneen- 
trate their attack on the Court’s power to 
nullify federal legislation. To be consist- 
ent they must also shackle its far more 
important power of declaring state legisla- 
tion unconstitutional. Of the total of 50 
cases where an act of Congress has been 
declared unconstitutional, in our hundred 
and fifty years of history, the number of 
bare majority decisions has only been a 
little over half. 

The number of decisions holding acts of 
state legislatures to be unconstitutional 
numbers under 300, which is surprisingly 
small when we realize that the number of 
state law-making bodies has inereased from 
13 to 48 and that their output has been 
enormous.! 

During the first eighty years only four 
federal statutes were held unconstitu- 
tional, of which only two were of any im- 


6 Cranch 87 (1810). 
4 Wheat. 316 (1819). 
4 Wheat. 513 (1819). 
9 Wheat. 1 (1824). 

6 Wheat. 264 (1821). 


At the time of the first case there were 
only six judges. When Fletcher v. Peck was de- 
cided five judges sat, with two sick. The Court 
consisted of seven judges normally when the other 
cases were decided, one being absent when Cohens 
v. Virginia was before the Court. It was some 
time after this that Congress increased the number 
from seven to nine. 

(10) See Congress and the Supreme Court, by 
Alexander Sidney Lanier, 218 N. Am. Rev. 578. 


(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
(7) 
(8) 
(9) 
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portance. Even if the Court had been un- 
able to determine the validity of either of 
these two (the Mandamus act of Marbury 
v. Madison and the Missouri Compromise 
act of the Dred Scott case), it is probable 
that history would not have shown any 
different results. Neither would the course 
of events have been altered to any great 
extent had the Court never exercised its 
powers regarding the 32 acts of Congress 
held unconstitutional between 1869 and 
1917, with the possible exception of the 
Civil Rights ecases.14_ Thus it seems fair to 
say that the fundamental value of Mar- 
bury v. Madison is in securing uniformity 
in federal law, which could never result 
otherwise. 


But had the Supreme Court been de- 
prived of its other, and major, power—that 
of*passing upon the constitutionality of 
state laws—the result might have been very 
different.12 

*‘T do think,”’ Justice Holmes, 
**(that) the Union would be imperiled if 
we could not make that declaration as to 
the laws of the several States. For one in 
my place sees how often a local policy pre- 
vails with those who are .not trained to 
national views, and how often action is 
taken that embodies what the commerce 
clause was meant to end.’’!3 


says 


Those who would reform ‘‘five-to-four’’ 
decisions call the power of the Court to de- 
elare void acts of Congress ‘‘usurpation.’’ 
This charge is answered once and for all by 
Professor Beard, who says: 


**In view of the principles entertained 
by the leading members of the conven- 
tion with whom Marshall was ac- 
quainted,’* in view of the doctrine so 


(11) Justice Holmes himself has said that: ‘‘The 
United States would not come to an end if we 
lost our power to declare an act of Congress void.” 
See Sup. Ct. in U. S. History, by Charles Warren, 
Vol. 1,. pp. 16-17. 


(12) Mllustrated in 1870 when the Kentucky 
courts held the Legal Tender Act invalid, while the 
courts of other states held the contrary. 

(13) Ibid, Vol. 1, page 17. 


(14) It is only fair to say that not all the mem- 
bers of the conventicn believed that the Court 
should be more powerful than Congress. Benjamin 





clearly laid down in Number 78 of the 
Federalist, in view of the arguments 
made more than once by eminent counsel 
before the Supreme Court, in view of 
Hayburn’s Case,15 and Hylton v. United 
States,1® in view of the judicial opinions, 
several times expressed, in view of the 
purpose and spirit of the federal consti- 
tution, it is difficult to understand the 
power asserted by Marshall in Marbury 
v. Madison as ‘usurpation.’ ’’27 


The necessity of jurisdiction by the 
Court over federal and state legislation 
was realized by Madison. Speaking in 
1832, he said: 

‘‘T have never been able to see that, 
without such a view of the subject, the 
Constitution itself could be the supreme 
law of the land; or that the uniformity 
of the federal authority throughout the 
parties to it could be preserved; or that, 
without this uniformity, anarchy and 
disunion could be prevented.’’?§ 

To require seven judges to hold an act 
void, as advocated by Senator Borah, 
would relax the protection afforded by the 
Constitution to that extent, since. it might 
be possible for the illness or willfulness of 
one member to paralyze the power of the 
Court to act when necessary. With one 
justice absent the votes of all but one of 
the remaining judges would be necessary 
to invalidate an act contrary to the Con- 
stitution. With two judges absent, because 
of illness or resignation, it would take the 
entire Supreme Court to hold a con- 
gressional act unconstitutional. 

If it is necessary that there be any dis- 
ruption of the Court as now constituted it 
would seem that the suggestion of Fred- 
Franklin said that when a majority of both Houses 
had passed an act. and the President had signed 
it, no man would have the temerity to overthrow 


it. See Mich. State Bar Journal, Vol. 1, page 121, 
March, 1922. 


(15) Not reported. 
and ibid. 


(16) Decided March, 1796; 3 Dall. 171; 1 Law. 
Ed. 556. 


(17) 
page 10. 


18. Ibid. 


See 13 Am. Hist. Rev. 281, 


N. Y. Times, Book-Review, March 4, 1923, 
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erick G. Bromberg would be much prefera- 
ble to that of the gentleman from Idaho. 
Mr. Bromberg’s theory is that the Court 
may itself pass a by-law requiring the 
votes of seven members to declare an act 
of Congress void.?9 

It is doubtful in the extreme whether 
any mere act of Congress regulating the 
method of conducting its affairs would be 
accepted by the Supreme Court in view of 
the unbroken line of authority and success- 
ful conflict on the same lines from Mar- 
bury v. Madison to the present. Granted 
that it were necessary or desirable to com- 
pel seven votes out of nine to pass upon 
the constitutionality of legislation, such a 
step would have to be effected by means of 
a constitutional amendment. 


But to destroy to any degree the power 
or usefulness of that institution which has 
acted for almost a century and a half asa 
balance wheel against unwise or hasty leg- 
islation is to that same degree to strangle 
and neutralize our distinctive governing 
system of checks and balances and vitiate 
the protection accorded us under our Con- 
stitution. 

Sensible men, while they realize that 
Courts are not infallible, know that legisla- 
tures are even less so, for reasons inherent 
in the political condition of their existence. 
Impatient reformers may rage at any 
checks upon their projects, but that funda- 
mental force known as ‘‘the people’’ recog- 
nizes that in the vast majority of cases the 
restraints of the Courts has been for their 
protection. The Supreme Court has sur- 
vived war, panic and party strife, and it is 
to be doubted whether that vast, unheard 
multitude making up the rank and file of 
our nation will countenance any such hand- 
icap upon the Court in the faithful per- 
formance of its duties such as would in- 
evitably be the result of the proposed bill 
by Senator Borah. 

(19) Cen. L. Jr., Aug. 20, 1923, Vol. 96, page 285. 








WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION—INJURY BY 
SHOOTING 


TEXAS EMPLOYEES’ INS. ASS’N v. GILL 


252 S. W. 850 


Court of Civil Appeals of Texas. (May 9, 1923.) 


Where employees drilling an oil well had the 
right to use a road through a farmhouse yard 
under an agreement between the employer and 
the occupant of the premises that he should be 
a watchman, and one of the men, while return- 
ing at night with food supplies, was shot by 
the watchman while acting in pursuance of his 
duty to prevent trespassing, held that, even if 
the watchman acted in a reckless manner, and 
the employees acted negligently in failing to 
give signals on entering the premises, the in- 
jury was compensable as one having to do and 
originating with the work within the statutory 
Cefinition of the term “injury in course of em- 
ployment” which excludes injury by an act of 
a third person intended to injure the employee 
because of reasons personal to him. 


Lawther, Pope & Leachman of Dallas, and 
Taylor, Allen, Muse & Taylor, of Henrietta, 
for appellant. 

Weeks, Morrow & Francis, of Wichita Falls, 
for appellee. 

BOYCE, J. J. H. Gill, an employee of 
Thomas M. Sessums, a member of the Texas 
Jmployers’ Insurance Association, brought this 
suit to recover compensation under the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act (Vernon’s Ann Civ. 
St. Supp. 1918, art. 5246—1 et seq.) for in- 
juries alleged to have been sustained in the 
course of his employment. This injury was 
the result of one Salisbury shooting the plain- 
tiff under circumstances hereinafter detailed. 
The claim was denied by the Industrial Acci- 
dent Board, and the claimant appealed to the 
district court of Clay County, where judgment 
was rendered awarding him the compensation 
claimed. 

The principal question in the case is whether 
the evidence is sufficient to suprort a finding 
that injury was sustaincd by claimant in the 
course of his employment. The facts on which 
this question is to be answered are as follows: 

Gill was employea by Sessums as a helper 
and cook in the work of drilling an oil well. 
Sessums boarded the men, furnished a shack 
on the premises, with beds, cooking utensils, 
etc, for their: use. He also furnished the pro- 
visions, and it was part of Gill’s duties to do 
the cooking. Gill also attenaed to ordering the 
provisions and bringing or having them 
brought out to the premises. I‘ was the cus- 
tom for the men to go to Wichita Falls Satur- 
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day evening after the day's work was over 
and return to the lease Sunday evening or 
night, spending the interim in rest and recrea- 
tion. These trips were made in an automobile 
belonging to one of the- employees. On ‘these 
visits it was Gill’s custom to get the provisions 
for the ensuing week, and bring them back 
as the pariy returned. Entry to the property 
on which the well was located was had by pass- 
ing through the yard surrounding a farmhouse 
located on the premises covered by the oil 
lease, the road passing through two gates at 
this yard. This farmhouse was occupied by one 
Salisbury, probably a tenant on or the owner 
of the land on which the well was being drilled. 
Sessums had (according to his testimony) an 
agreement with Salisbury that Salisbury should 
“watch the well and keep people out of there 


at all times, because we did not want any 
visitors at any time, and after the fellow across 


the way closed his gate that was the only in- 
gress and egress.” One of the witnesses tes- 
tified that Sessums told him that “these men 
were on duty, and there had pveen some objec- 
tion to them going through the place, and that 
he had arranged with the men who owned the 
place and told them <hese men must go through 
the place.” 


On the Saturday evening before Gill was shot 
he, with three other men, went into Wichita 
Falls in a car owned and driven by one of his 
co-workers. On Saturday night after arrival 
at Wichita Falls he placed an order for grocer- 
ies which on this occasion were to be brought 
out by Sessums on Monday morning. On Sun- 
day night the party met by arrangement at a 
restaurant preparatory to returning to the 
shack where they were to sleep that night. At 
this time Gill purchased some bread and milk 
to take back for use the next morning at break- 
fast. They left town about 12:00 o’clock, and 
after they had passed through one of the gates 
at Salisbury’s house, and were about, 50 yards 
from the house were without warning fired 
upon by Salisbury, the shot taking effect in 
Gill’s back, and injuring him severely. Gill 
testified that as they were going to town Satur- 
day evening they were accosted by Salisbury; 
that he (Gill) did not hear the conversation 
that ensued, but his companions reported to 
him that Salisbury was mad because of the con- 
duct of some “wild women” who had been at 
the oil well and had insulted his wife. “The 
boys told me he was mad because of this treat- 
ment he claimed his wife had received at the 
hands of these women. I didn’t hear him say 
anything about us coming through there. The 
boys told me he said he wanted us to give 





some signal when we came through; that he 
was not going to allow those women going 
down there and cutting up.” In another part 
of his testimony he said: “I heard that Mr. 
Salisbury was mad at us, claiming we had 
stolen some of his chickens.” He also said 
that he was personally friendly with Salisbury 
and the evidence is sufficient to show that Gill 
nor any of the men with him on this occasion 
had anything to do with the presence of ‘the 
objectionable women at the oil well. 

in one of the affidavits filed by Gill in sup- 
port of his ciaim and introduced in evidence 
by the defendant, Gill makes this statement: 

“I can give no reason on earth as to why 
he (Salisbury) shot at us, except he claims 
to have shot in the direction of the car for 
the purpose of stopping the car so he could 
see who was in the car. I am informed that 
he was employed by Sessums as a watchman 
on the lease.” 

This is about all the evidence in the record 
that throws any light on the controversy as to 
the liability of the insurance association While 
it is not as satisfactory as it might be, we are 
of the opinion that it is sufficient to warrant 
a finding that Salisbury was at the time of the 
shooting acting in pursuance of his duty, reck- 
lessly, it may be, for the purpose of preventing 
the entry of trespassers on the premises 

The statutory definition of the term “injury 
sustained in the course of employment” ex- 
pressly excludes “an injury caused by an act 
of a third person intended to injure the em- 
ployee because of reasons personal to him and 
not directed against him as an employee, or be- 
cause of his employment,” and expressly in- 
cludes “all other injuries (not expressly ex- 
cluded) of every kind and character having to 
do with and originating in the work * * * 
of the employment, received by an employee 
while engaged in or about the furtherance of 
the affairs * * * of his employer, whether 
upon the employer’s premises or elsewhere.” 
Vernon’s Ann. Civ. St. Supp. 1918, art. 5246—82. 
If we are correct as to the conclus‘on that may 
be drawn from the facts as above stated, then 
the injury sustained in this case does not come 
within the terms of the exclusion of the statute, 
just quoted, and we have only to determine 
whether it is within the inclusive provision. 

Gill’s right to use the road through Salis- 
bury’s yard was derived from his employment, 
and “any risk arising from such use was inci- 
dent to the employment.” If the injury had 
been the result of some permanent defect in 
this way of entry, it would not be doubted 
that the injury had to do with and originated 
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in the work. Lumberman’s Reciprocal Asso- 
ciation v. Behnken (Tex. Sup ), 246 S. W. 74, 
citing Honnold, vol. 1, § 122, and other authori- 
ties which fully sustain the proposition sub- 
mitted. If there was a risk incident to the use 
of the entry, not caused by its condition, but 
the result of other: agencies, whether those 
agencies were under the control of the master 
or not, an injury resulting to an employee 
therefrom would originate in and have to do 
with the employment. The Behnken Case, 
supra; Kirby Lumber Co. v. Scurlock (Tex. 
Sup.). 246 S. W. 76. In the Behnken and Scur- 
. lock Cases the injury was such a one as might 
have been reasonably contemplated would re- 
sult from the use of the railway crossing in the 
one case and the tram road in the other. In 
order to proceed further in the case we have for 
consideration, it remains to be determined what 
may be the rule as to anticipated injury and 
the result of its application to the facts of this 
case. In some of the authorities it is said that 
there must be a causal connection between the 
employment and the injury, and that only such 
injuries are compensable as are “in the light 
of experience the foreseen result of the em- 
ployee’s engaging in the employment.” 28 R. 
C. L. 786; also pages 796-802. In the case of 
In re McNicol, 215 Mass. 497, 102 N. E. 697, 
L. R. A. 1916A, 306, injury was inflicted by the 
assault of a fellow workman who was in the 
habit of drinking, and who when intoxicated 
was quarrelsome and dangerous. which fact 
was known to the employer. Compensation 
was allowed on the ground that the injury was 
the natural result of the “employment of a 
peaceable workman in company with a choleric 
drunkard.” In that case it is said that an 
injury— 
“arises ‘out of’ the employment, when there 
is apparent ‘o the rational mind upon con- 
siceration of all the circumstances, a casual 
connection between the conditions under 
which the work is required to be performed 
and the resulting injury. Under this testi, if 
the injury can be seen to have followed as a 
natura! incident of the work and to have been 
contemplated by a reasonable person familiar 
with the whole situation as a result of the 
exposure occisioned by the nature of the em- 
ployment, then it arises ‘out of’ the employ- 
ment. * * * It need not have been foreseen 
or expected, but after the event it must, ap- 
pear to have had its origin in a risk con- 
nected with the employment, and to have 
flowed from that source as a rational conse- 
quence.” 
In the case of Re Reithel’s, 222 Mass 163, 
109 N. E. 951, L. R. A. 1916A, 304, the super- 
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intendent of a woolen mill, upon ordering a 
trespasser to leave the premises, was shot and 
killed by such person, and compensation was 
allowed. In the opinion some stress is put on 
the fact that this particular trespasser had 
given trouble before, and “liability to whatever 
personal injury might be likely to arise in 
dealing with such a person was, therefore, 
within the contemplation of the employer and 
employee,” and “became a risk of the employ- 
ment.” In this case it was said that the in- 
jury, “although unforeseen and the consequence 
of what on the record appears to have been a 
crime of the highest magnitude, yet now, after 
the event, appears to have had its origin in a 
hazard connected with the employment and to 
have flowed from that source as a rational 
consequence.” 

In the case of Western Indemnity Co. v. 
Pillsbury, 170 Cal. 686, 151 Pac. 398, a section 
foreman was assaultea by a laborer whom he 
had discharged, and compensation was allowed 
on the conclusion that he “was hurt in an al- 
tercation which grew out of his justifiable 
efforts to maintain his authority as foreman 
and to protect the property of his employer in- 
trusted to his care.” 

In the case of Atolia Mining Co. v. Industrial 
Commission, 175 Cal. 691. 167 Pac. 148, a miner 
returned to the mine after the close of the 
day’s work to make some inspections in the 
line of his duty, and after coming out was shot 
without warning by one of the mine guards, 
and compensation was allowed. It was said in 
this case that— 

“While unquestionably it was a heedless 
and reckless thing for the guards thus to 
have shot a man, * * * yet every legal pre- 
sumption favoring innocence, the argument 
will not be sustained that these guards de- 
liberately perpetrated an assault to commit 
murder. To the contrary, it will be held that 
the man who fired the shot * * * believed 
that the circumstances justified him in so do- 
ing, and that thugs he was acting within the 
line of his own employment, and under this 
view, Mason (the injured employee), having 
been injured by the negligent performance of 
an act within the general scope of the duties 
of the employee inflicting the injury, is en- 
titled to his recovery.” 

In this connection it is pertinent to say that 
disobedience and negligence in the performance 
of their duties by co-employees are to be an- 
ticipated, and are “as much one of the risks 
of a man’s employment as a defect in the me- 
chanical appliances.” Honnold, § 120. In the 
case of the Georgia Casualty Insurance Co. v. 
McClure (Tex. Civ. App.) 239 S. W. 644, com- 
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pensation was awarded for injuries sustained 
by an employee in a fight with another em- 
ployee, the light growing out of a quarrel about 
the work. A writ of error was granted in the 
ease, and, as this prevents the decision from 
having authoritative weight, we do not discuss 
it further. The Court of Civil Appeals in the 
Behnken Case (Tex. Civ. App.), 226 S W. 154, 
drew a distinction between the term “injury 
arising out of and in the course of employ- 
ment” and that used in our statute, to-wit, 
“having to do with and originating in the work 
of the employment,” holding that under our 
statute there need be no direct casual connec- 
tion between the employment and the injury. 
However, the Supreme Court, in disposing of 
the case, did not place the decision on such 
grounds. 


(1) Without attempting to state any test 
for general application, we think the authori- 
ties discussed sustained at least this conclu- 
sion: That, since Salisbury was at the time 
of the shooting acting in the performance of 
the duties of his employment, then the injury 
inflicted by him would be compensable, not- 
withstanding he acted in a reckless manner, 
and notwithstanding the fact that the em- 
ployees themselves may have acted negligently 
in failing to give the signals Salisbury had 
informed them they should give on entering 
the premises. We therefore hold that the evi- 
dence is sufficient to sustain the finding that 
the injury had to do with and originated in 
the work 


As to the other requirement, that the injury 
be sustained by the employee “while engaged 
in or about the furtherance of the affairs or 
business of his employer.” we ci:e the cases 
of Kirby Lumber Co. v. Scurlock (Tex. Sup.), 
246 S. W. 76, Western Indemnity Co. v. Leo- 
nard (Tex. Com. App ), 248 S. W. 655, Behnken 
Case, supra, and Employers’ Indemnity Corpo- 
ration v Kirkpatrick (Tex. Civ. App.), 214 S. 
W. 956, as being conclusive against appell.int’s 
position on this phase of the case. 


(2, 3) The Court submitted a special issue 
inquiring as to whether Gill’s injury was sus- 
tained in the course of his employment, and 
in connection therewith gave a definition of 
the term “injury sustained in course of em- 
ployment.” This definition is not in the lan- 
guage of the statute, and one proposition pre- 
sented by appellant complains of error in such 
definition. We do not approve the practice of 


the Court in varying the statutory definition, 
but are of the opinion that the definition given 
in this case was substantially the same as that 
of the statute, and overrule this proposition. 








The Court, in the same connection, expressly 
charged the jury in the language of the statute 
that the term “injury sustained in the course 
of employment” did not include an injury 
“caused by the act of a third person,” etc. 
And hence we think there was no error in re- 
fusing to submit an issue as to whether Salis- 
bury shot plaintiff because of reasons personal 
to himself, etc. 

(4) The judgment, allowing $374 for pay- 
ment of plaintiff’s doctor’s bills for the first 
two weeks of the injury, is not sustained by 
the evidence. The physician who was employed 
testified that his charges for services during 
the first two weeks was about $275, which 
amount was a reasonable charge. When he 
came to giving the items of the charges, the 
aggregate thereof was 262. The judgment will 
be affirmed on condition of remittitur within 
15 days of the sum of $112; otherwise it will 
be reversed. The appellee’s offer to remit comes 
too late to entitle him to recover costs of ap- 
peal. A, T. & S. F. Ry. Co. v. Boyce (Tex. 
Civ. App.), 171 S. W. 1096 (2), and authorities 
there cited. 5 

We think the award of $280 for hospital fees 
is sustained by the evidence. 


NOTE—Injury by Shooting as Compensable 
Within the Workmen’s Compensation Acts — 
A head waiter whose duties included the hir- 
ing, supervision and control of the employees 
under him, discharged an employee for refus- 
ing to obey his orders. Later in the day the 
employee returned and shot and killed the head 
waiter. It was held that the dependents were 
entitled to receive compensation. Cranney’s 
Case, 232 Mass. 149, 122 N. E. 266. 

Deceased, a waiter in a cabaret, was shot 
when he attempted to interfere in a quarrel 
between a patron and ano‘her waiter. Upon 
the evidence that the employees were expected 
to interfere in such quarrels, for the purpose 
of suppressing them, and that this particular 
cabaret was of a type where such brawls were 
likely to occur, the Court held that the de- 
ceased was acting within the course of his em- 
ployment and that the injury resulting in death 
arose out of the employment, entitling his de- 
pendents to compensation. Stevens v. Commis- 
sion, 179 Cal. 592, 178 Pac 296. 

A boiler worker’s helper quit and the boiler 
worker applied to the foreman for another as- 
sistant. This angered the first helper, who in 
an ensuing quarrel shot the boiler worker. It 
was held that the accident arose out of the 
employment, justifying the payment of com- 
pensation. That such is an unusual and ex- 
traordinary result makes it none the less an 
incident of the employment. Chicago, R. I. & P. 
R. Co. v. Commission, 288 Ill. 126, 123 N. E. 
278. 

The collector for a brewery, who was shot 
and killed by robbers while he was on his 
rounds of collection, was held to be within the 





XUM 


Rete eee: de. a fin “i 


oo -_ & me me be 


sb WO ww rHOo 


1 
; 
1 
L 
( 





ees 


ible 
g — 
hir- 
ees 
fus- 
the 
ead 
rere 
ey’s 


hot 
rrel 
pon 
‘ted 
ose 
ilar 
rere 


em- 
ath 


nis- 











compensation statute of New York. Spang v. 
Broadway Brewing & Malting Co., 182 App. 
Div. 443, 169 N. Y. Supp. 574. 

The deceased was employed to check up ice 
shortages on drivers and to report such short- 
ages to the bookkeeper. Having reported one 
driver as short, an altercation followed and 
deceased was shot while seated at his desk, 
by the employee whom he had reported. An 
award in favor of the claimant was sustained. 
Polar Ice & Fuel Co. v. Mulray, Ind. App., 119 
N. E. 149. 


In the case of Schmoll v. Weisbrod & Hess 
Brewing Co., 89 N. J. L. 150, 97 Atl. 723, it was 
held that where a delivery man and collector 
for a brewery was shot by one while making a 
delivery, there could be no compensation, as 
the assailant and his motive for shooting were 
unknown. 








BOOK. REVIEWS 
LABOR SUPPLY AND REGULATION 


A copy of the work as above entitled has 
come to hand from the Oxford University 
Press, American Branch, New York. It is by 
Mr. Humbert Wolfe, and is one of the works 
of the Carnegie Endowment for International 
Peace. The book contains something over four 
hundred pages, is well constructed, andi is 
bound in cloth. 

It was sought to make the book impersonal 
and uncontroversial. Attempt was made to 
leave the plain facts to speak for themselves, 
and to arrange them without bias, and without 
imposing upon them any preconceived point of 
view. It will be interesting to quote the first 
paragraph of the Editor’s Preface, which is as 
follows: 

“In the autumn of 1914, when the scientific 
study of the effects of war upon modern life 
passed suddenly from theory to history, the 
Division of Economics and History of the 
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace 
proposed to adjust the program of its re- 
searches to the new and altered problems 
which the war presented. The existing pro- 
gram which had been prepared as the result 
of a conference of economists held at Berne 
in 1911, and which dealt with the facts then 
at hand, had just begun to show the quality 
of its contributions; but for many reasons 
it could no longer be followed out. A plan 
was therefore drawn up at the request of 
the Director of the Division, in which it was 
proposed by means of an historical survey, 
to attempt to measure the economic cost of 
the war and the displacement which it was 
causing in the processes of civilization. Such 





CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 411 





an ‘Economic and Social History of the World 
Warn,’ it was felt, if undertaken by men of 
judicial temper and adequate training, might 
ultimately, by reason of its scientific obliga- 
tions to truth, furnish data for the forming 
of sound public opinion, and thus contribute 
fundamentally toward the aims of an institu- 
tion dedicated to the cause of international 
peace.” 

Upon the termination of the war the En- 
dowment once more took up the original plan, 
and it was found with but slight modification 
to be applicable to the situation. Work was 
begun in the summer and autumn of 1919, and 
this book is the result of such work. 


KEEZER ON MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE 


We are in receipt of a copy of the second 
edition of this work, the full title of which is 
A Treatise on the Law of Marriage and 
Divorce, with synopses of the marriage and 
divorce statutes of all states and containing 
complete forms for all purposes. The original 
work was by Mr. Frank H. Keezer. This edi- 
tion was revised and enlarged by the Editorial 
Staff of The Bobbs-Merrill Company, of In- 
dianapolis, the publishers. 

The purpose of the work is stated to be, “To 
present in a concise manner how marriage, the 
most important institution of human society, 
may be legally entered into and dissolved, 
stating the law of the different states and cit- 
ing the most important decisions of the courts.” 
In the present edition there are included and 
developed many matters either not touched upon 
in the original edition or at most only ad- 
verted to. Among the subjects of this char- 
acter are the promise of marriage and its 
breach; alienation of the affections of one of 
the parties to the marriage; the annulment of 
marriage contracted in violation of law and 
good morals without resort to divorce, and 
separate maintenance. The portion of the book 
devoted to forms has been greatly expanded 
and made more serviceable. The entire body 
of the work has been revised and very largely 
rewritten and its order changed to present a 
logical and orderly treatment of the marital 
relation from the time of its inception to its 
close by complete dissolution through decree 
of divorce. The book contains a total of more 
than eleven hundred pages, and is divided into 
fifty-one chapters, containing in all eleven hun- 
dred and seventeen sections. It is well printed 
on excellent paper and bound in buckram. 
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CORRESPONDENCE 


October 27, 1923. 
Editor, Central Law Journal, St. Louis, Mo.: 
Dear Sir: 


In the Central Law Journal of the 20th 
inst. No. 20, on page 350, is an editorial on 
the “Burden of Proof of an Issue of Want of 
Consideration under the Negotiable Instru- 
ments Law.” On account of my connection 
with the origin of that law in this country, I 
was deeply interested in it. 


On page 354, the writer says: “It would 
seem apparent that the draftsmen of the act 
must have intended to place both of these 
defenses in the same class, so far as the bur- 
den of proof was concerned, and declare the 
law accordingly, by the language of Section 
28.” 


@n the same page further down, he says: “It 
must be conclusively presumed that the com 
mittee drafting the act, and the several legis- 
latures adopting it, had these conditions in 
mind.” 

It seems to me that all doubt and confl‘ct 
would be removed if Courts would bear in 
mind the origin of the law and recognize that 
they ought, in every event, to go back to the 
decisions of the English Courts on the same 
questions arising under the law, because the 
purpose of the act was to render the law in the 
United States that of England in the matter 
of Negotiable Instrument. 


I will give you a brief reference to that his- 
tory in confirmation of what I say. 


On September 23, 1905, Judze Amasa M. 
Eaton, President of the Conference of Com- 
missioners on Uniform State Laws in an ad- 
dress delivered before the State Bar Associa- 
tion of Missouri, at St Louis, on page 4, gives 
the history of the origin of the Negotiable 
Instrument Liw as adopted by the Conference 
of Commissioners on Uniform Laws. He says: 


“In 1886 the Committee on Correspondence 
of the State Bar Association of Alabama sent 
out a circular to the secretary of every State 
Bar Association and of the American Bar 
Association, dwelling especially upon the de- 
sirability of uniformity in legislation con- 
cerning negotiable instruments, calling at- 
tention to the English Bills of Exchange 





Act, suggesting that it be recommended for 

adoption to the legislatures of the respective 

States.” 

I have no doubt that you have that address 
in your Law Library in St. Louis. 


In January, 1917, in the magazine, “Case 
and Comment,” published by the Lawyers Co- 
Operative Publishing Co., Rochester, New 
York, the Hon. W. O. Hart, of Louisian:, on 
page 646, in an article on the movement for 
Uniform State Laws, on page 248, says: 

“The greatest work of the conference was 
the preparation and submission to the States 
in 1896, of the Negotiable Instruments Law.” 


He goes on to refer to a letter which the 
Committee on Correspondence of the Alabama 
State Bar Association, on August 20, 1886, ad- 
dressed to the secretary of every Bar Associa- 
tion in the United States, suggesting the 
preparation and adoption in all the States of a 
uniform law on this important subject, based 
upon the English Bills of Exchange Act, which 
had been adopted in 1882, and this letter may 
be considered as the beginning of the work of 
uniform legislation in the United States. 


Not to extend this communication unreason- 
ably, I will close by referring you to the arti- 
cle in the English Law Quarterly Review which 
called my attention to the fact that the law of 
England on the subject of Negotiable Instru- 
ments had been codified in 1882, and up to the 
year 1886, had proved to be so perfect a codifi- 
ca‘ion that only one or two cases had arisen 
under it, requiring construction by the courts 
In support of this statement, I refer to the 
second volume of the Law Quarterly Review, 
edited by Sir Frederick Pollock, published in 
London in 1886. On page 125 is an interesting 
historical article, entitled “An Experiment in 
Codification,” by M. D. Chalmers, a member 
of the English Judiciary at the time of writ- 
ing. I think a perusal of that article will con- 
vince every lawyer and every judge that when 
there are any doubts arising as to the proper 
construction to be given to any portion of our 
Negotiable Instrument Law, reference should 
be first had to the decisions of the English 
Courts in construing the Bills of Exchange Act 
of 1882, so, in solving the difficulty, in order 
to keep our Negotiable Instrument Law uni- 
form, not only in the States of this Union, but 
also uniform with the decisions of England, 
Canada, and in other parts of the British 
Empire. 

Yours very truly, 
FREDERICK G. BROMBERG. 
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DIGEST. 


Digest of Important Opinions of the State Courts 
of Last Resort and of the Federal Courts. 


Copy of Opinion in any case referred to in this 
Digest may be procured by sending 25 cents to us 
or to the West Pub. Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
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1. Automobiles—Agency.—Defendant owned and 
kept upon his premises an automobile for business 
purposes, and also for the comfort and pleasure of 
the members of his family, and a minor son was 
authorized and permitted to operate and use it 
at any time. While the son was using the car for 
a specific purpose, with defendant’s express per- 
mission, his negligent and careless operation there- 
of caused injury to plaintiff. It is held: (a) That, 
although using the car for his own personal pleas- 
ure, the son was acting within the scope of his 
authority, and defendant is liable for his negligence 
in operating the same. (b) The evidence supports 
the verdict in finding the son guilty of negligence, 
and in exonerating the plaintiff from the charge of 
contributory negligence.—Dillingham v. Teeter, 
Okla., 216 Pac. 463. 


2. Drivers.—Where plaintiff, whose 14-year-old 
daughter was driving his automobile, placed his 
hands on the steering wheel, while the daughter re- 
mained in control of the clutch, brake and gas, 
and on overtaking defendant’s automobile defend- 
ant turned to the right on plaintiff’s sounding the 
horn, as required by General Highway Traffic Law, 
§ 12, subd. 8, but as plaintiff was passing defend- 
ant turned to the left and came in contact with 
plaintiff's car, which struck a tree and overturned, 
held that, under Highway Law, § 282, subd. 2, it 
was not unlawful for plaintiff to permit his daugh- 
ter to drive the car when he was with her, and it 
could not be said, as a matter of law, that plaintiff 
was guilty of contributory negligence, because the 
daughter was in control of the brakes, clutch, and 
gas while plaintiff took the wheel, but it was for 
the jury to determine.—Dunston v. Greenberger, 
N. Y., 200 N. Y. S. 426. 


3. Garage Keeper.—If the turning over by de- 
fendant’s employee of defendant’s car to a garage 
keeper’s employee, to be returned to the garage, 
was not an accommodation in furtherance of de- 
fendant’s business, but in pursuance of defendant’s 
agreement with the garage keeper to include this 
act of driving as a part of the general charge in- 
clusive of the storage, then the driving was the 
act of the garage keeper’s servant, and not that 
of defendant’s servant.—Ryciak v. New York Over- 
sea Co., N. Y., 200 N. Y. S. 379. 











4.—Passengers.—Where defendant’s automobile 
was going about 55 miles an hour as it approached 
the top of a hill, and for 8 miles had been running 
from 40 to 55 miles an hour without protest on the 
part of the plaintiff, who was riding by invitation 
and was injured by the overturning of the car as 
it passed down the hill at an increased speed after 
the brakes failed to work, held that, even if de- 
fendant was negligent, plaintiff was guilty of con- 
tributory negligence, precluding recovery.—Joyce v. 
Brockett, N. Y., 200 N. Y. S. 394. 


5. Passengers.—One hired to drive truck in 
delivering freight had no implied authority to 
transport guests, and guest could not recover from 
the employer for his negligence.—O’ Leary v. Fash, 








Mass., 140 N. E. 282. 
6. Signais.—Burns’ Ann. St. Supp. 1921, § 
10476u, providing that no driver shall stop sud- 


denly, slow down, or attempt to turn around with- 
out first signaling his intentions, applies to back- 
ing the car preparatory to turning, and plaintiff, 
injured by such backing, was entitled to an in- 
struction to that effect; the statute being a police 
regulation to promote safety, and not of the class 
of penal statutes which are strictly construed.— 
Doering v. Walters, Ind., 140 N. E. 74. 


7. Assault and Battery—Intent.—Where overt 
act was accompanied by threat to do violence in 
case a condition specified is not complied with, 
such act was not an “assault,” if there was no 
present purpose to do harm, and circumstances 
were such that person threatened must have known 
no present assault was intended.—Ross v. Michael, 
Mass., 140 N. E. 292. 


8. Bankruptcy — Assignment for Creditors.— 
Where bankrupt, before filing of the petition 
against it, had made an assignment for the benefit 
of creditors the court of bankruptcy is without 
power by summary order to require the assignees 
to pay to the trustee the amount of a bank deposit 
which the bank had previously applied on an in- 
debtedness from bankrupt to it, and of which the 
assignees have neither possession nor control.—In 
re Geo. W. Cowen Co., U. S. C. C. A., 289 Fed. 192. 


9. Claim Proceedings.—Summary proceeding 
before the referee was not the proper mode of pro- 
cedure for trustee in bankruptcy to assert claims 
against a creditor of the bankrupt for an item 
claimed by the creditor to have been settled in ac- 
counting between him and the bankrupt, or for an 
item which trustee claimed should have been 
credited to the bankrupt for the use of his prop- 
erty, but such claims could only be determined in 
a plenary proceeding.—In re McKinney, U. S. C 
A., 289 Fed. 242. 

10.—Pledged Securities—On bankruptcy of a 
broker, who, without express authority, has pledged 
securities deposited with him by customers, some 
to secure indebtedness, and some not, those cus- 
tomers who were indebted, but whose securities 
were pledged for more than their indebtedness as 
to the excess are in the same class as customers 
owning pledged securities who were not indebted.— 
In re Archer, Harvey & Co., U. S. D. C., 289 Fed. 
267. 

11. Royalty Payments.—An unrecorded mining 
lease was not void as to creditors and purchasers, 
under Code W. Va. c. 74, § 3 (sec. 3831), and pay- 
ment of royalties made within the four months of 








| bankruptcy and with knowledge on the part of 


lessor of lessee’s insolvency is not recoverable by 
the trustee for the benefit of the estate; such 
statute applying only to lien or judgment creditors. 
—Woods v. Stemple, U. S. C. C.. A., 289 Fed. 239. 


12. Trustee Claims.—Where bankrupt shoe 
company had agreed with seller of leather to it 
that, in consideration of seller’s extension of credit, 
it would pay him either in shoes or accounts of its 
customers, and gave such creditor a power of at- 
torney to collect its accounts with customers, the 
agreement did not transfer the title to the ac- 
counts to the creditor, nor was his power of attor- 
ney a power coupled with an interest, but was re- 
voked by operation of law by the filing of the 
bankruptcy petition; hence where the creditor, by 
virtue of the power of attorney, collected accounts 
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due the bankrupt after the filing of the bank- 
ruptcy petition, his claim to the proceeds of such 
collection was colorable, and the trustee of the 
bankrupt was entitled to reclaim from the creditor 
by summary proceeding in the bankruptcy court 
to compel the creditor to turn over such proceeds. 
a re Columbia Shoe Co., U. S. C. C. A., 289 Fed. 
465. 


13.——Uninecorporated Associations.—The execu- 
tive committee of the Tidewater Coal Exchange, an 
unincorporated association, on failure of members 
to make good their overdrafts of coal, and in order 
to effect liquidation between its debtor and creditor 
members on closing its business, held to have 
authority, after due notice, to commute the lia- 
bility of debtor members for coal withdrawn to 
a money liability at the then market price, and 
the trustee in bankruptcy of the association held 
entitled, after demand, to enforce such liability.— 
fa gp Morrisdale Coal Co., U. 8. C. C. A., 289 

‘ed. . 


14. Banks and Banking—Absolute Purchaser.— 
Where an order bill of lading, with draft attached 
properly indorsed, was accepted, as a deposit, the 
bank became an absolute purchaser, and, under 
Personal Property Law, §§ 218, 224, acquired title 
to the property, unless it took with notice of some 
infirmity.—Commercial Sav. Bank v. Mann, N. Y., 
200 N. Y. S. 587. 


15.——Charged With Notice.—The addition of the 
word “Executor,” or its abbreviation, ‘‘Exr.,” to 
the name of the payee of a check, draft or note, 
is enough to charge a bank receiving the proceeds 
of such instrument with notice that such funds 
belong to some estate of which the payee was 
trustee, and that such funds were not his private 
Oy eames v. Windsor Savings Bank, Vt., 121 

tl. . 


16. Drawee of Checks.—A promise by the 
drawee of a check to accept and pay the same does 
not make the drawee liable in an action by a 
holder, unless such holder has taken the check 
with knowledge of the promise of the drawee and 
on the faith of such promise.—Citizens’ Bank vy. 
Mabray, Okla., 215 Pac. 1067. 


17.—Letter of Credit.—A letter of credit, issued 
by a bank at the request of the buyer, authorizing 
the seller to draw drafts thereon, is entirely dis- 
tinct from the contract of sale, and remains un- 
affected by any transaction between buyer and 
seller, or by the fact that the drafts and shipping 
documents were forgeries.—Brown v. C. Rosen- 
stein Co., N. Y., 200 N. Y. S. 491. 


18. Secured Deposits.—While a bank deposit 
secured by the state guaranty fund remains se- 
cured until paid by the bank, payment need not be 
made in money, any form of settlement with holder 
of a check thereon which releases the drawer of 
the check, being a payment which extinguishes the 
deposit to such extent.—Hall vy. First Nat. Bank, 
Tex., 252 S. W. 828. 


19. Sight Drafts.—Since, under Negotiable In- 
struments Act May 16, 1901, §§ 136, 187 (P. L. 194; 
Pa. St. 1920, §§ 16128, 16129), a sight draft is 
deemed accepted unless dishonored within 24 hours, 
a bank not acting with the utmost promptness, 
diligence, and good faith on receiving negotiable 
bonds forwarded to it by another bank, as the 
owners’ collecting agent, with a sight draft drawn 
on such receiving bank as purchaser of the bonds, 
and failing to give immediate notice of the subse- 
quent theft of the bonds, held liable for the entire 
loss, though it did not authorize the purchase.— 
Fidelity Title & Trust Co. v. First Nat. Bank, Pa., 
121 Atl. 505. 


20.——Transfer of Assets.—Where, at expiration 
of charter of a national bank, the directors thereof 
transferred its assets, good will, and bank building 
to a new national bank organized by them, pur- 
suant to a plan or scheme kept secret from plain- 
tiffs, minority stockholders, paying full value for 
all assets, except the bank building and lot and the 
good will, the bank building being undervalued, and 
nothing at all paid for good will, held in plaintiff’s 
suit against the new bank and the directors of the 
old bank, that defendants would be compelled to 
pay full value for both these items to the stock- 











holders pro rata of: the old bank.—Kaufman y. 
Marquette Nat. Bank, U. S. D. C., 289 Fed. 295. 


21. Bills and Notes—Negotiable Characteristics. 
—A promissory note in other respects negotiable 
does not lose its negotiable character by reason of 
a recital therein of its “having been given to [the 
payee] as per contract for’ certain property de- 
scribed.—State Banking Co. v. Morgan, Ga., 118 
8s. E 

22. Carriers of Passengers—Bus Line Charter.— 
To authorize the Commerce Commission to grant 
a bus company authority to operate its lines and 
to serve the same public already served by an 
existing street railroad system, it must appear 
that the street railroad company was not rendering 
adequate and convenient service, and that the 
operation of the bus lines would eliminate such 
inadequacy and inconvenience; the convenience 
and necessity of the public being a primary con- 
sideration.—West Suburban Transp. Co. v. Chi- 
cago & W. T. Ry. Co., Ill., 140 N. E. 56. 


23.——Land Safe.—It is not the duty of a con- 
ductor or motorman to warn passengers, upon 
leaving a street car at a regular stop, of the dan- 
ger of automobile traffic in a city street, and fail- 
ure to caution such passenger of approaching auto- 
mobiles will not render the company liable for 
injuries caused by an automobile passing the car 
at an excessive rate of speed, and striking the pas- 
senger after he had alighted from the street car 
in safety.—Reining v. Northern Ohio Traction & 
Light Co., Ohio, 140 N. E. 84. 


24. Commerce—Demurrage.—Under the rule es- 
tablished by the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
demurrage charges for the detention of cars must 
be exacted and collected by the carrier in accord- 
ance with the tariffs on file, and where certain 
exceptions or exemptions are specified therein, no 
others can be permitted. The validity of such 
rule as demurrage charges upon interstate traffic, 
adopted and applied by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, is not open to question in state courts. 
Swift & Co. v. Hocking Valley Ry. Co., 93 Ohio 
St. 143, 112 N. E. 212, L. R. A. 1917E, 916, approved 
and followed.—Anthony Carlin Co. v. Hines, Ohio, 
140 N. E. 99. 


25.——Fuel Administration.—The Fuel Adminis- 
tration Law, so far as it applies to deliveries by 
dealers after coal had arrived in their yards and 
was in their possession, related solely to intrastate 
commerce, and was not an interference with in- 
terstate Commerce or in conflict with the federal 
Fuel Law.—People v. Moynihan, N. Y., 200 N. Y. 
S. 434. . 

26. Railroad Ticket.—A passenger on an elec- 
tric railroad car, who had a ticket from Annapolis 
to Washington, was an interstate passenger, 
though the car on which he was riding was des- 
tined only to Baltimore, and he would have to 
change to a Washington car at a junction point.— 
Washington, B. & A. Blectric R. Co. v. Waller, 
U. S. C. C. A., 289 Fed, 598. 


27.—wWithdrawal From Commerce.—A machin- 
ist injured while working on a railroad engine 
withdrawn from commerce by being placed in the 
shop for repairs consuming two months’ time was 
not engaged in interstate commerce, and hence was 
not within the federal Employees’ Liability Act (U. 
S. Comp. St. §§ 8657-8665).—Chesapeake & O. Ry. 
Co. v. Mizelle, Va., 118 S. BE. 241. 


28.——Yardmen.—Railroad workman employed in 
yard of interstate carrier in pulling up old ties 
and putting in new ones was employed in “‘inter- 
state commerce.’’—Pallocco v. Lehigh Valley R. 
Co., N. Y., 140 N. E. 212. 


29. Constitutional Law—Appeal Bonds.—Practice 
Act, § 123, providing for appeals from interlocutory 
orders appointing a receiver, held not unconstitu- 
tional as giving judicial powers to the clerk of 
court, in that it authorized him to fix and approve 
appeal bonds; such power being ministerial.—Bag- 
donas v. Liberty Land & Investment Co., Ill, 140 
N. E. 49. 

30.—Contraband Property.—Equity has no jur- 
isdiction as incident to the protection of the prop- 
erty to enjoin the arrest of the owner or the seiz- 








ure of his property, with or without warrant, em- 
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ployed by him as a gambling device in violation 
of section 1 of chapter 151 of the Code (Code 1913, 
§ 5440). Such seizure of the property is a pro- 
ceeding in rem, and being contraband, the provi- 
sions of the Constitution relating to trial by jury 
and depriving one of his liberty or property with- 
out due process of law are inapplicable.—Cambria 
y. Bachmann, W. Va., 118 S. E. 336. 


31.— Corporation Employees. — Chapter 219, 
Laws 1911 (Gen. St. 1915, §§ 5880, 5881), which pro- 
vides when wages shall be paid by corporations to 
persons leaving their employ and which prescribes 
penalties which are essentially exemplary dam- 
ages for failure of any corporation to pay its em- 
ployees within 10 days after the termination of 
their employment, does not violate any provision 
of the federal Constitution, and an employee dis- 
charged without payment of his wages within 10 
days may have a cause of action under such act.— 
ec nantes v. Susquehanna Oil Co., Kan., 216 Pac. 


32.—Right of Property.—Under the facts pre- 
sented, where the action and controversy involved 
the res, or right of property, it was error for the 
court, on application of the plaintiff and before 
trial on the merits, to order the seizure and sale 
of such property by provisional orders, where such 
seizure and sale would render ineffectual a judg- 
ment thereafter obtained after trial.—Columbus 
Packing Co. v. State, Ohio, 140 N. E. 376. 


33. Contracts—Jurisdiction.—A _ stipulation by 
parties to an action as to the place of trial has no 
force or effect, unless the trial court sees fit to 
make an order changing the place of trial in ac- 
cordance with such stipulation.—General Motors 
Acceptance Corporation v. Codiga, Calif., 216 Pac. 
383. 

34. Corporations — Liability For Debts.—The 
general rule ig that, in order to render a purchas- 
ing corporation personally liable for the debts of 
the selling corporation, it must appear that: (a) 
There be an agreement to assume such debts; (b) 
the circumstances’ surrounding the transaction 
must warrant a finding that there was a consoli- 
dation or merger of the two corporations; or (c) 
that the purchasing corporation was a mere con- 
tinuation of the selling corporation; or (d) that the 
transaction was fraudulent in fact.—Spring Creek 
Oil Corporation v. Dillman, Okla., 215 Pac. 1053. 


35.——Public Utility—The mere fact that a cor- 
poration sells its entire product upon contract to 
public utilities, who in turn sell that product to 
consumers, does not make such corporation a pub- 
lic utility within the definition of section 614—2, 
General Code.—Ohio Mining Co. v. Public Utilities 
Commission, Ohio, 140 N. E. 143. 


36. Sale of Stock.—A corporation cannot avoid 
paying commissions for sales of its stock, of which 
it had accepted the benefits, on the plea that be- 
fore such sales were made it had disposed of all 
of its stock to another company.—Colorado Life Co. 
v. Madden, Colo., 216 Pac. 551. 


37. Service of Process.—Where a foreign cor- 
poration, manufacturing an article sold largely 
through the central market in New York City, paid 
the rent of a New York office having its name 
on the door, such office being regarded by the 
trade as its local office, and the person in charge 
being regarded as its chief representative, who, 
with other salesmen, did a large volume of busi- 
ness for it, it was doing business within the state, 
within the statute authorizing service of process 
on a managing agent.—Heer & Co. v. Rose Bros. 
Co., N. Y., 200 N. Y. S. 397. 

38..——Stock Investments.—Where investment by 
corporation of proceeds of original stock issue in 
stock of insurance company organized by it oc- 
eurred prior to acquisition of stock by plaintiffs, 
they have no right to complain.—Winter v. South- 
ern Securities Co., Ga., 118 S. E. 214. 


39.——Subscriptions.—Where a corporation sent 
to a stockholder a subscription form reciting that 
he was entitled to subscribe for a stated number 
of shares of the increased capital stock at a named 
price on payment of 10 per cent in cash, and he 
signed the subscription, but without filling in the 








' number of shares, and sent it in with a payment 





of 10 per cent on the full number, it constituted a 
definite contract of subscription for such number 
of shares.—Smith v. General Motors Corporation, 
U. S. C. C. A., 289 Fed. 205. 


40. Covenants—Restrictions.—A restriction, cov- 
ering certain land sold, that no building, ‘except 
for cottage residence purposes,” should be erected, 
held not to prohibit the erection of a two-family 
house; a ‘“‘cottage’’ being a dwelling house and not 
limited to a structure for the use of only one 
family.—Jones v. Mulligan, N. J., 121 Atl. 608. 


41. Electricity—Classification.—A classification 
approved by the Public Utilities Commission, which 
embraces in one class consumers guaranteeing a 
minimum demand of 500 kilowatts for combined 
electric railway and commercial uses, which has 
application to interurban companies procuring cur- 
rent from a power company at or beyond the limits 
of the city within which the power plant is located, 
and in another class electric railways guaranteeing 
a minimum demand of 20,000 kilowatts for electric 
railway purposes only, and which demand is con- 
stant and steady, such service being in said city 
and within a relatively short transmission distance, 
is a lawful and reasonable classification.—Cleve- 
land & Eastern Traction Co. v. Public Utilities 
Com’n, Ohio, 140 N. E. 1389. 


42. Eminent Domain—Building Restrictions.—A 
city ordinance providing for a building line 30 feet 
rom the street, and prohibiting buildings other 
than for residential purposes, which provides com- 
pensation for any person damaged by such re- 
strictions, held constitutional, as being an enact- 
ment for the interest of the health, safety, moral- 
ity, general enjoyment, and education of the com- 
munity, and not in contravention of Const. art. 2, 
§§ 20, 21, as a taking of property for private use, 
or taking of property for public use without just 
compensation.—In re Kansas City Ordinance No. 
39946, Mo., 252 S. W. 405. 


43. Frauds, Statute of—Oral Promise.—A prom- 
ise to reimburse oil drillers for freight charges paid 
on tools, if shipped within 12 days, received 
promptly on the location and kept working for 
promisor exclusively until eight wells were com- 
pleted, held enforceable after termination of 
promisees’ employment, notwithstanding the in- 
sufficiency of a letter containing it as a memoran- 
dum of a prior oral agreement to employ them for 
at least two years.—Foley & Whitehill v. Texas 
Co., Tex., 252 S. W. 566. 

44. Innkeepers—Guest.—Mere guest of regis- 
tered occupant of hotel room sharing it with the 
occupant without knowledge or consent of hotel 
management is not guest of the hotel, as there is 
» = relation.—Moody v. Kenny, La., 97 

oO. . 

45. Insurance — Appraisers.— An  appraiser’s 
award fixing the sound value of an Insured auto- 
mobile immediately before it was damaged by fire 
at $2,325, and the damage at $2,225 “(company to 
pay $2,225 and to have salvage),’’ held not invali- 
dated by such parenthetical clause.—Hexter v. 
Equitable Fire & Marine Ins. Co., Me., 121 Atl. 555. 


46. Premium.—Where an insurance company 
retained money for a premium, it could not deny 
liability on the policy issued by its agent.—Ignazio 
v. Fire Ass’n of Philadelphia, N. J., 121 Atl. 456. 


47.—Waiver.—Actual knowledge of an insur- 
ance agent when the policy was delivered, and 
while it was in force before a loss, that another 
than insured owned an interest in the goods in- 
sured, waived the policy condition ag to sole owner- 
ship.—Springfield Fire & Marine Ins. Co. v. Davis, 
Tex., 252 S. W. 862. 


48. Joint-Stock Companies and Business Trusts. 
—Managers.—The managers of a joint-stock com- 
pany are the shareholders’ agents, while the mana- 
gers of a business trust are principals and the 
shareholders cestui que trustent.—Betts v. Hacka- 
thorn, Ark., 252 S. W. 603. 


49. Libel and Slander—Privileged Comment.— 
Where plaintiff, a teacher and writer of law, had 
been dismissed from the faculty of the university 
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after some discord between him and the president 
of the university, a letter written by defendants, 
members of the law faculty of such university, 
in reply to a newspaper article in which plaintiff’s 
version of the controversy was presented, which let- 
ter, signed by defendants, expressed their view 
that plaintiff's dismissal was based on good 
grounds that his usefulness as a member of the 
faculty had ceased, and that in deféndants’ opinion 
he was not fit to continue his association with the 
school of law, was privileged comment as a com- 
munication justified by the defendants’ interest in 
the matter.—Clark v. McBaine, Mo., 252 S. W. 428. 


50. Master and Servant—Agency.—A daughter, 
driving ‘her father’s automobile for her mother’s 
pleasure, may be regarded as so carrying out his 
purpose in maintaining the car as to be his agent, 
and make him liable for negligence.—M’Crossen v. 
Moorhead, N. Y., 200 N. Y. S. 581. 


51. Assumed Liability.—Where plaintiff, local 
manager of a branch tea company store, slipped on 
the floor of the store, which he had oiled, while 
carrying a 60 or 70 pound box of canned goods, 
and it did not appear that the accident would not 
have happened if a truck had been furnished for 
him, the employer, the tea company, was not liable. 
Narregang v. Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co., 
Mich., 194 N. W. 410. 


52.——Extra Compensation.—Where the relation- 
ship of master and servant already exists, the per- 
formance of unusual services by the servant at the 
request of the master does not justify an inference 
of an agreement to pay extra compensation for 
those services, but the servant, before he can 
recover extra compensation, must prove the serv- 
ices were of such character and rendered under 
such circumstances as would lead to the conclu- 
sion that parties were reasonably justified in be- 
lieving that additional compensation would be paid 
and expected.—Pittsburgh, C., C. & St. L. Ry. Co. 
v. Marable, Ind., 140 N. E. 443. 


53.——Induced By Passenger.—The presumption 
that the driver of a taxicab was acting within the 
scope of his employment was overcome by undis- 
puted evidence that the trip outside the city limits 
during which the passenger was injured was be- 
yond the known orders of the driver, and was in- 
duced by the passenger over the driver’s objec- 
tions, and should not have been submitted to the 
jury.—Blue Bar Taxicab & Transfer Co. v. Huds- 
peth, Ariz., 216 Pac. 246. 


54. Ordinary Duties.—The word “ordinary’’ as 
used in Rev. St. 1909, § 7828, providing that shaft- 
ing, when so placed ag to be dangerous to persons 
while engaged in their ordinary duties, shall be 
safely guarded, means according to the established 
order; methodical; settled: regular; common: cus- 
tomary; usual; and a duty may be ordinary, 
though it does not continuously occupy the em- 
ployee.—Albrecht vy. Shultz Belting Co., Mo., 252 
S. W. 400. 


55. Negligence—Invitee.—Where plaintiff, a cus- 
tomer in defendant’s store, was injured when her 
foot slipped on the worn part of a marble slab in 
the floor of the landing of a stairway, the nose 
of the slab being worn down eleven-sixteenths of 
an inch, making a gradual and slight slanting of 
the surface, and it was not shown that there had 
ever been an accident on the stairway before, the 
defendant was not liable-—Tryon v. Chalmers, N. 
Y., 200 N. Y. S. 362. 


56. Nuisance—Neighborhood Property.—The car- 
rying on of a trade or business which creates dis- 
tressing noises or vibrations, rendering the occu- 
pation of property in the vicinity unsafe and un- 
comfortable, is a nuisance.—Cunningham v. Wil- 
mington Ice Mfg. Co., Dela., 121 Atl. 654. 


57. Parent and Child—Auto Driver.—In such 
ease the liability of the owner would not rest upon 
ownership or agency, but upon the combined neg- 
ligence of the owner and driver; negligence of the 
father in intrusting the machine to an incompe- 
tent driver, and negligence of the son in its opera- 
tion.—Elliott v. Harding, Ohio, 140 N. E. 338. 
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58. Principal and Surety—Release of Surety.— 7 


Under section 2698, Hemingway’s Code, mere for- 
bearance or indulgence will not release a surety, 
but an agreement to extend the time of payment 
which will release a surety must be a positive, 
binding agreement, supported by a new and valua- 
ble consideration, and, in order to effect his release 
thereby, the burden is on the surety to show a 
binding agreement based upon some new and 
valuable consideration, which is sufficient to pre- 
clude the creditor from enforcing the instrument 
during the period covered by the extension.—Gra- 
ham v. Pepple, Miss., 97 So. 180. 


59. Railroads—Motorman.—An instruction to find 
for defendant if the motorman looked back before 
he started to back his car and did not see plaintiff 
in a place of danger was erroneous, where the evi- 
dence showed it was so dark the motorman could 
not have seen plaintiff t “ind the car, in which 
case it was his duty to give warning before he 
reversed.—Ulrich v. Grand View R. Co., Mo., 252 
S. W. 377. 


60. Sales—Delivery.—Where automobile dealer, 
whose place of business was at Boston and whose 
contracts bore the heading of Boston, entered into 
a contract to sell a truck to one whose place of 
business was in Providence, which contract pro- 
vided that the sale was to be “‘f. o. b. N , Mass. 
Delivery to be made on or about February 22d,” 
held that the place of delivery was in Boston, for, 
in the absence of any contract provision as to 
place of delivery, it is at the place of business of 
the seller.—Lee vy. Northway Motor Sales Co., R. L, 
121 Atl. 425. 


61.——Representations.—Where one is engaged in 
the manufacture and sale of motor trucks, and the 
rebuilding of its used trucks, newspaper ads or 
circulars touching rebuilt trucks, authorized and 
published by such motor company to the general 
trade, are competent evidence in behalf of the 
purchaser of any such truck, who knows of such 
ad and relies upon the same. unless it appear from 
the special contract signed by the parties touching 
such sale that such special contract withdrew or 
altered the representations. made in such general 
ad.—Meyer v. Packard Cleveland Motor Co., Ohio, 
140 N. E. 118. 


62. Quantity.—An unqualified acceptance of an 
offer for about 700 barrels of whisky is not com- 
plied with by a delivery of 284 barrels.—C. W. 
Craig & Co. v. Thomas S. Jones & Co., Ky., 252 
S. W. 574. 


63. Trusts—Delayed Enforcement.—Delay by the 
beneficiary in demanding performance of an ex- 
press trust, under the terms of which the owner 
of large holdings of mining stock agreed to carry 
10.000 shares for plaintiff’s benefit at the price for 
which the same were purchased, held no objection 
to the enforcement of the trust after the death of 
the trustee, where the right of plaintiff to the en- 
forcement of the trust during the trustee’s life- 
time was clear; such delay not having in any way 
prejudiced the trustee or his estate.—Rollestone v. 
National Bank of Commerce, Mo., 252 S. W. 394. 


64. Workmen’s Compensation Act—Award of 
Compensation.—When it develops that claimant 
was to have a permanently paralyzed arm and a 
permanently stiff leg with no hone of their recov- 
ery or of alleviating that condition, he was en- 
titled to an order for their loss in combined weeks, 
under Workmen’s Compensation Act, § 306, par. 
(c), being Pa.. St. 1920, § 21995, which specifically 
permits comnensation for the combined number of 
weeks for the loss of any two or more of such 
members 50 per centum of wages during the aggre- 
gate of the period snecified for each.—Bausch v. 
Fidler, Pa., 121 Atl. 507. 


65.——Independent Cause.—Where an employee 
guarding employer’s property suffered an injury 
resulting from a holdup during working hours, the 
criminals not being after anything except the con- 
tents of his pockets, the injury did not arise out 
of his employment within the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act.—Bryden v. Industrial Accident Com- 
inission, Calif., 215 Pac. 1035. 
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recovery for breach of contract for chassis 
when purchaser has body built for same, 276. 

statutory lien for repairs to automobile or- 
dered by buyer not valid against conditional 
seller, 256. 

sufficiency of evidence of theft of automobile, 
39. 


automobile 


injured by truck left 


taxicab a common carrier, 257. 
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CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS, 
news agent on train is passenger, 113. 
right of carrier to evict passenger for failure 
to pay child’s fare, 120. 
taxicab a common carrier, 257. 


CHIROPRACTORS, 
liability of chiropractor for error in diagnosing, 
365. 


COMMERCE, 
see EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 
see INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW, 

see COURTS. 

see STATE LAWS. 

can Congress grant right to jury trial for con- 
tempt of court? 1. 

class legislation, 40 

Congress may regulate future sales of grain 
on Boards of Trade, 293. 

constitutional misconceptions, 6. 

decision of Kansas Industrial Relations Court 
in Wolff Packing Company case invalid, 273. 

lynching legislation, 61. 

power of Federal Labor Board, 55. 

the minimum wage decision, 147. 

validity of acts of Congress, 259. 

validity of minimum wage statutes applicable 
to private employment, 399. 


CONTRACTS, 

see CONTITUTIONAL LAW, 

all property delivered under single contract 
subject to lien for work on any part, 346. 

anticipatory breach of contract, 310. 

construction of actor’s contract for satisfactory 
performance, 4 

measure of damages under c. i. f. contract, 366. 
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when purchaser has body built for same, 276. 
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transaction, 132. 
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Compensation statute, 21. 
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non-payment of license, 95. 

receipt of dividends not a ratification of pur- 
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fraud, 95. 
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regarded, 201. 

COURTS, 
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conflict between federal and state courts, 37. 

Congress and the judicial power of the Su- 
preme Court, 133. 

imaginary interviews and contempt of court, 
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perjury as contempt of court, 219. 

shall judicial power be curbed, 367. 

statute requiring appellate court to review evi- 

dence as affecting right to trial by jury is 
constitutional, 363. 

the judicial power of the Supreme Court, 402. 
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285, 395, 404. 

the use of the third person and impersonal in 
instructions to juries, 41. 





CRIMINAL LAW, 
confessions of error in criminal cases, 204. 
lynching legislation, 61. 


DAMAGES, 
see SHIPS AND SHIPPING. 
measure of damages under c. i. f. contract, 366. 
effect of provision in automobile insurance 
policy for appraisal of damages, 309. 
DEEDS, 
“Residence purposes” construed, 77. 


ELECTIONS, 
see STATE LAWS. 


ELECTRICITY, 
police officer relighting street lamp is invitee, 
76. 


EMPLOYER®S’ LIABILITY ACT, 
employee going to work as engaged in inter- 
state commerce, 139. 
employee rerailing car blocking interstate 
commerce is engaged in that commerce, 347. 
repairman of track scales not engaged in in- 
terstate commerce, 282. 
workman installing electric transformer en- 
gaged in interstate commerce, 115. 
EVIDENCB, 
admissibility of testimony that 
driver said he was insured, 276. 
atmospheric conditions. and visibility, 81. 
identification by handwriting, 14. 
modernizing the rules of evidence, 381. 
plaintiff not bound as by an admission when 
testifying as matter of opinion, 240. 


EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS, 
validity of agreement by guardian or admin- 
istrator to sell realty, 116. 
FALSE PRETENSE, 
giving worthless post-dated check constitutes 
false pretense, 140. 
FEDERAL JURISDICTION, 
in the twilight zone—state and federal juris- 
diction, 42. 


FISH, 
mussels in stream are property of landowner, 
76. 


automobile 


FLOTSAM AND JETSAM, 
legal relativity of the cardinal sins, 123. 


FOOD, 
liability of restaurant keeper for injury due to 
deleterious food, 266 


FRAUD, 
receipt of dividends by plaintiff not a ratifica- 
tion of purchase of stock preventing rescis- 
sion for fraud, 95. 


FRAUDS, STATUTE OF, 
fee agreement by attorney for interest in land 
in litigation is within statute, 294. 


HOMICIDE, 
suicide compacts, 50. 


HUSBAND AND WIFE, 
right of either to sue the other, 86. 


INCOME TAX, 
difference between value of securities received 
on reorganization and stockholder’s invest- 
ment held taxable income, 383. 


INJUNCTIONS, 
federal injunction against state statutes well 
regulated, 93. 
has a court of equity power to enjoin parad- 
ing by the Ku Klux Klan in mask, 384 
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INNKEEPERS, 
guest not required to conceal 
hotel employees, 22. 


valuables from 


INSURANCE, 
see AUTOMOBILES. 
see MARINE INSURANCE. 
automobile theft insurance, 96. 
“collision’’ in automobile policy held to cover 
unusual contact with roadway, 114. 


collision of automobile with embankment, 
258, 275, 311. 


disclosure in insurance contracts (English 
cases), 117. 
effect of provision in automobile insurance 


policy for appraisal of damages, 309. 

fall over embankment not covered by collision 
policy, 311. 

larceny policy insuring ‘‘personal effects,” etc., 
as covering false teeth, 4 

liability under automobile insurance policy 
when car operated unlawfully, T65. 

misrepresentation as to year of manufacture 
as avoiding automobile insurance policy, 158. 

mistake in number of automobile no defense to 
recovery of insurance, 258. 

provisions in automobile policies against rent- 
ing and use for hire, 183 

refusal of liability insurance company to com- 
promise claim resulting in loss to insured, 345. 

regulation of insurance companies, 57. 

territorial extent of liability under 
bond, 248 

theft of fur coat from porch 
insurance policy, 383. 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 
see CONTRACTS, 
see EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 
see RAILROADS. 
see WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. 
baseball and vaudeville as interstate com- 
merce, 237. 


business of railroad checkroom not interstate 
95. 
employee removing scrap from interstate 


tracks, and cutting grass on or near tracks 
is engaged in interstate commerce, 58. 
interference with factory not restraint of in- 
terstate commerce, 22. 
powers of the Federal Trade Commission, 185. 
railroad employee renewing ties engaged in in- 
terstate commerce, 401. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS, 
see BILLS AND NOTES. 
construction of the Eighteenth Amendment, 6. 


national prohibition act repealed revenue 
statutes relating to intoxicating liquors, 185. 


JURIES, 
bread and water diet for jurors, 14. 
the use of the third person and_ impersonal in 
instructions, 41. 
when specific number of miles per hour of 
automobile need not be stated in instructions, 
150 


women jurors who refuse to retire, 196. 
women jurors in unpleasant cases, 49. 


KU KLUX KLAN, 
has a court of equity power to enjoin parading 
by the Ku Klux Klan in mask, 384. 


LARCENY, 
see INSURANCE. 
papers as the subject of larceny, 59. 





LAW AND LAWYERS, 
duty of lawyer to know law, 32. 
technicalities of the law, 223. 
the Ben Hamid Case, 231. 
the doctrine of common law’s continuity, 151. 
the justification for obedience to law, 78. 
the ocean of decision—service through annota- 
tion, 241. 
LEAGUE OF NATIONS, 
America and the League of Nations, 395. 


LIBEL AND SLANDER, 
see CORPORATIONS. 


municipal corporation as plaintiff in action for 
defamation, 168, 184. 


LICENSES, 
see CORPORATIONS. 
proprietor of beauty parlor not a barber, 229. 
securities within the Blue Sky Laws of various 
states, 373. 
unlicensed person may recover for services as 
nurse, 400. 


LIENS, 

see CONTRACTS. 

statutory lien for repairs to automobile ordered 
by buyer not valid against conditional seller, 
256. 
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MARINE INSURANCE, 
sailing convoy without lights during war, 
neither ‘‘Warlike operation’’ nor consequence 
of one, 4. 


MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE, 
proposed uniform divorce law in the 
States and its provisions, 32. 
MASTER AND SERVANT, 
see WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT. 
construction of statute requiring machinery to 
be guarded, 384. 
helper on truck acting outside employment in 
driving truck, 328. 
undertaker not liable for negligence of driver 
of hired vehicle, 401. 
when burden is on owner of vehicle causing in- 
jury to prove driver not his servant, 367. 


United 


MINES AND MINERALS, 
“any time’’ means reasonable time within oil 
lease allowing removal of fixtures, 240. 
miner’s detention in mine by fire does not 
terminate his employment, 132. 
MONOPOLIES, 
anti-trust laws a protection to monopoly, 188. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS, 
see LIBEL AND SLANDER. 
ordinance prohibiting moving picture shows on 
Sunday upheld, 3. 
validity of parking ordinances, 10. 
zoning ordinance held valid, 330. 


NEGLIGENCE, 

see AUTOMOBILES. 

see MASTER AND SERVANT. 

assumption of risk and contributory negligence 
distinguished, 327. 

children injured by 
appliances, 211. 

in prosecution for reckless driving and man- 
slaughter it is no defense that person killed 
was negligent and was driving without a 
license, 221. 

leaving a horse unattended (Eng.), 280. 

no recovery by child injured by truck left 
standing in street, 78. 


playroom or playground 








CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 


No. 24 





NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS LAW, 
burden of proof of an issue of want of con- 
sideration under the Negotiable Instruments 
Law, 350, 412. 
PARADES, 
see INJUNCTIONS. 
PARTNERSHIP, 
elements of partnership, 171. 
PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS, 
see CHIROPRACTORS. 
physician may give opinion based 
plate without producing plate, 221. 
physician’s opinion must be based on sufficient 
facts, 400 
unlicensed person 
nurse, 400. 
PRINCIPAL AND AGENT, 
the powers of @ mercantile agent—the English 
Factors Act, 295. 
PROFESSIONAL ETHICS, 


on X-ray 


may recover for services as 


recent decisions by the New York County Law- | 


yers’ Association committee professional 


ethics, 87, 142, 267, 286. 
PUBLIC UTILITIES, 
valuation of public utility 
making purposes, 255. 
when a business becomes a public utility, 364. 
RAILROADS, 
see CARRIERS OF 


on 


property for rate- 


PASSENGERS. 


see INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

business of railroad checkroom not interstate, 
95. 

railroad employee renewing ties engaged in 


interstate commerce, 401. 
section hand burning fireguard to protect rail- 
road from liability under state statute not 
engaged in interstate commerce, 239. 
RECENT DECISIONS IN THE BRITISH COURTS, 
63, 117, 185, 208, 348, 370. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES, 
removal of cause to federal court when neither 
party is citizen of state where action is 
brought, 203. 


REFORM OF PROCEDURE, 
defeat of justice through adhering to rules of 
procedure, 129. 
SALES, 
Congress may regulate future sales of grain 
on Boards of Trade, 293. 


duty and care of buyer of goods bought under 
“sale or return’’ contract or on approval, in 
returning same, 357. 


effect of selling automobile without complying 
with statute, 338. 
Obligation to accept a customer (Eng.), 185. 
SHIPS AND SHIPPING, 
see MARINE INSURANCE. 
collision damages—how measured (Eng.), 370. 


STATE LAWS, 

see CONSTITUTIONAL LAW, 

see TAXATION. 

delegation of legis!ative power to administra- 
tive board, 131. 

federal injunction 
regulated, 93. 

North Dakota conciliation law held valid, 232. 

statute imposing 10 per cent penalty for delay 
in paying wages held invalid, 257. 


against state statutes well 


statute requiring appellate court to review evi- | 


dence as affecting right to trial by jury is 
constitutional, 363. 


Texas motor vehicle law held invalid, 76. 
validity of statute permitting employees time 
from their work to vote, 222. 








SUNDAY, 
ordinance prohibiting moving picture shows on 
Sunday upheld, 3. 


TAXATION, 
see INCOME TAX. 
Pennsylvania statute 
upheld, 19 
special assessment under the Revenue Acts of 
1918 and 1921, 331 


taxing anthracite coal 


TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES, 


separate telenhone exchange areas for suburbs 
discrimination, 58. 


THEFT, 
see INSURANCE. 


TORTS, 
when is a tort maritime, 111. 


TRADE MARKS AND TRADE NAMES, 


imitating color scheme of rival taxicab as un- 
fair competition, 302. 


| TRUSTS AND TRUSTEES, 


common law trust is an “association’’ within 
blue sky law, 131. 

relief of trustees from breach of trust, 63. 

removal of trustee of charities on the ground 
of non-residence in the jurisdiction and 
wrongful delegation of the performance of 


discretionary duties, 313. 


UNIFORM LAWS, 


proposed uniform divorce law 
States and its provisions, 32. 


in the United 


UNITED STATES, 
dangers that threaten 

citizens, 297. 
meaning of the word “necessary” 

5 of the Constitution, 123. 
some dangerous tendencies in government, 23. 


suggested revision of the Constitution and leg- 
islative review of legislative acts, 277. 


and our obligations as 


in Article 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER, 


effect of destruction of building between time 
of signing of contract and delivery of deed, 
28 


«5. 


WILLS, : 
legacies; priorities and costs (Eng.), 336. 


validity of attestation clause of will on separate 
piece of paper, 66. 


WITNESSES, 
perjury as contempt of court, 219. 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, 

corporate officer may be ‘“Employee,”’ 21. 

employee working on right of way engaged in 
interstate commerce, 394. 

illness from noxious gases, 151. 

injury by shooting as compensable within the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 407. 

injury occurring on street car as compensa- 
ble, 238 

miner’s detention in mine by 
terminate his employment, 132. 

workmen’s compensation cases and the phrase 
“Odd lot,” 21. 


fire does not 


X-RAY, 
see PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS. 
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Action—Crimes Act, 15-1. ferred Claims, 33-9, 89-8, 18@-20-21; Priorities, 
33-10, 180-22, 251-15, 287-8; Proof of Claim, 

Admiralty—Local Death Statutes, 269-1. 143-9; Qualified Creditors, 15-9; Receiver, 
; 305-11; Referee, 377-6; Refund, 197-11; Repre- 

Adverse Possessions—Color of Title, 396-1. sentation, 215-10; Sale, 125-9, 377-14; Schedules, 
‘ é 233-9; Securities, 33-11, 107-7, 323-9; State 
Agriculture—Laborers’ Lien, 51-1. Courts, 377-12-13; Taxes, 15-10, 251-12, 359-7; 
- Terms of Sale, 270-15; Title by Entirety, 33-12; 

Ambassadors and Consuls—Immunity, 51-2. Trade Name, 69-6, 161-8, 342-14; Transfer, 
Arrest—Resisting Officer, 305-1; Unlawful, 179-1. ee th: deust Danas, b1bab. Wits of EE, 
Assault and Battery—Intent, 413-7. say] Withdrawal of Motion, 251-16; Witnesses, 
Assignments—Negotiable Instruments, 51-3. Banks and Banking—Absolute Purchaser, 414-14; 
A Kk, 143-10, -20-21-22, “4 

Attorney and Client—Authority, 323-1; Disbarment, gy ere Ah soe-a3, fo A Tag Fm Sas tas: 
69-1; Fee, 15-2; 269-2; 323-2; Representations, Accounts, 306-23; Adverse Interest, 197-12; 
323-3. Agency, 15-11-12, 33-14, 69-8, 89-10, 125-10, 
Automobiles—Admissions, 33-1; Agency, 33-2, 51-4, 306-24, 396-13; Assets, 414-20; Bailments, 179-4; 


89-1; 107-1; 215-1, 251-3, 305-2-3-6, 323-6, 341-2-3, 
377-1, 396-2-3, 413-1; Allegation, 143-1; Approach- 
ing Stationary Vehicle, 287-1; Borrowed, 359-3; 
Brakes, 287-2; Cause of Action, 125-1, 341-1; 
Chargeable Knowledge, 143-2; Contributory Neg- 
ligence, 15-4, 305-5, 323-4, 396-4; Crossings, 125-2, 
161-1, 179-3, 197-1, 233-1, 251-2; Damages, 51-5, 
341-7; Defective Highways, 269-5; Defendants, 
233-5; Degree of Care, 396-6; Demonstrations, 
233-3; Evidence, 323-5; Extending from Rear 
of Truck, 287-3; Incompetent Driver, 416-57; 
Intoxicated Pedestrian, 233-4; Invitee, 269-3, 
377-2; Liability, 125-4, 143-3, 269-4, 269-8, 413-2; 
License, 33-3, 197-2, 269-11, 341-4-5-6, 396-5; 
Manslaughter, 215-2; Negligence. 51-7, 125-5, 
143-4, 161-2-3, 269-7, 305-4, 359-2; Ownership, 
251-4; Passenger, 69-2, 305-7, 359-1, 413-4-5; 
Registration, 51-8, 251-5; Right of Way, 125-6; 
Road, 251-1, 269-10, 377-4-5; Signals, 15-3-5, 
179-2, 233-2, 413-6; Speed, 125-3, 233-6, 269-9, 
287-4, 377-3; Warrant, 215-3; Wrong Side of 
Street, 269-12. 


Bailment—Borrowed Automobile, 359-3; Considera- 


tion, 341-8; Filing, 396-8; Ownership, 396-7. 


Bankruptcy—Accounting, 306-15; Act of Bank- 


ruptcy, 89-2; Appeal, 197-3; Assets, 215-7, 
305-8-9, 413-11; Attorneys, 269-13, 396-9; As- 
signment for Creditors, 413-8; Award, 107-2; 
Bankrupts Checks, 233-7; Bona Fide Purchaser, 
305-10; Bonds, 215-8; Bulk Sales Law, 287-6, 
359-4; Chattel Mortgages, 89-3; Claims, 33-4, 
107-3, 179-14, 180-23, 197-4, 233-8, 251-11, 287-5, 
341-12-13, 413-9; Commingled Money, 161-5; 
Common Law Trust, 287-7, 414-13; Composi- 
tion, 179-15, 305-12; Conditional Sales, 33-5-6; 
Consigned Goods, 341-9; Contempt, 359-5, 377-7; 
Corporation Stock, 179-16; Discharge, 197-5, 
306-19; Exemptions, 69-3, "143-6-7, 197-6; Ex- 
penses, 341-10; Fraudulent Purchase, ‘015-9; 
Homestead, 15-6, 107-4; Incriminating Evi- 
dence, 323-8; Interested Party, 180-17; Juris- 
diction, 69-4, 89-4, 107-5, 251-13, 377-9; Knowl- 
edge of Insolvency, 180-18; Leased Premise, 
107-6; Liability, 306-16; Liens, 69-5, 89-5-9, 
161-4, 305-13, 341-11; Life Insurance, 89-6; 
Liquidations, 251-14; Mortgage, 143-5-8, 197- 7, 
306-17, 377-8; Name, 180-19; Occupation, 306- 18, 
359-6; Partnership, 33-7, 89-7, 197-8, 306-14, 
396-10-11; Payments, 413-11; Petitions, 33-8, 
233-10; Petitioner, 269-14; Pledges, 125-7, 
413-10; Power of Attorney, 197-9; Preference, 


» 15-7-8, 125-8, 161-7, 180-20-21, 377-10-11; Pre- 





Bank Note, 51-9; Cashier, 33-15, 161-11; Certified 
Checks, 161-9; Certifier, 233-13; Checks, 107-8, 
342-17-20, 359-8, 378-16; Claims, 251-9; Commin- 
gled Assets, 306-25; Contracts, 34-18, 179-5; Con- 
version, 179-7; Correspondent Bank, 270-17; 
Credit Union, 161-10; Damages, 215-4; Demand, 
179-10; Deposits, 15-13, 107-9, 215-5. 287-11, 323- 
10-11, 342-18, 378-17, 414-18; Depositors, 233-12; 
Double Liability, 233-11; Directors, 342-19. 378-18; 
Dividends, 251-6; Drafts, 15-14, 414-19; Duty 
to Notify, 179-6; False Reports, 69-9; Fed- 
eral Reserve, 396-14; Forgery, 270-16; Fraud, 125- 
11; Funds, 359-13; Guaranty Fund, 270-19; Illegal 
Assent, 107-10; Injunction, 15-15; Joint Ac- 
count, 179-8, 323-12; Letter of Credit, 359-10, 
396-15; 414-17; Liability of Indorser, 125-12; 
Liens, 161-13, 198-15. 215-6; Notes, 15- 16, 33-17, 
251-7, 359-9, 378-19; Notice, 414-15; Officer, 
33-16, 378-20; Owner of Draft, 125-13; Party to 
Suit, 179-9; Partnership Accounts, 125-14; Pref- 
erence, 396-16; Preferred Claims. 15-17, 197-13; 
President, 161-12, 251-8; Priorities, 197-14; 
Representations. 359-12; Savings Account, 125- 
15, 270-18; Set Off, 179-11, 251-10; Stakeholder, 
143-12; State Superintendent, 287- 10; Statute, 
69-10: Stockholders, 143-11, 359-11; Stocks, 179- 
12, 378-15; Stopped Payment, 397-17; Superin- 
tendent of Banks. 342-21; Testimony to Joint 
Account, 162-30: Trust, 107-11: Trustee, 179-13, 
270-20; Trust Funds, 16-18, 34- 19, 143-13, 323-13; 
Ultra Vires Contracts. 51-10. 378-21; Unjust 
Enrichment, 34-20; Withdrawals, 342-22. 


Bills and Notes—Acceleration, 233-14, 359-14; Ac- 
ceptance, 233-15; Accommodation  Indorser, 
89-11; Bank Officials, 252-18; Checks, 3860-15; 
Collateral, 198-16, 234-16, 287-13; Collecting 
Agent, 287-12; Comaker, 323-14; Consideration, 
51-11, 69-11, 215-12, 234-17, 270-21, 396-18; De- 
fault of Part Payment, 234-18; Due Date, 
306-27; Evidence, 107-12; Good Faith, 360-18; 
Holder, 252-19, 397-19; Indorsements, 125-16, 
126-17, 180-24; 234-21, 324-17; Makers, 16-19, 
360-19, 378-22, 397-21; Marginal Notations, 
306-28; Mortgages, 378-23; Negotiability, 34-21, 
180-25, 234-19, 414-21; Notice, 34-22, 180-26, 
270-22, 342-23; Notice of Fraud, 126-18, 161-14, 
360-16; Ownership. 324-15; Payee, 397-20; Pay- 
able to Bearer, 161-15; Payment, 360-17; Pre- 
sumed Obligation, 234-20; Protest, 89-12, 306-26; 
Revenue Stamps, 144-14, 324-16-18, 342-24; 
Statute, 107-13: Surety, 16-20, 89-13; Third 
Party, 252-20; Time Check, 51-12; Title, 69-12, 
378-24. 
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Brokers—Commission, 252-21; Compensation, 161-16; Contempt-Inherent Right, 70-20. 
Deposits, 270-23; Jurisdiction, 34-23; Negli- 
gence, 215-11; Principal, 16-21. Contracts — Acceptance, 343-34; Consideration, 
: . . 288-24; Fi ies -19; - -32; 
Carters—Agency, 126-19: Bill of Lading, s9.a4, | ME,24' Fiduelavies. 90-19: Fraud. 8431, 9-42 
aa oe oe reed er eee Car, 415-33; Labor, 180-33; Mutuality, 52-18; Option, 
“st, Damages, sv-10; Lee odies, 215-13; 90-20; Rescission, 397-29; Subsequent Agree- 
Fenced Tracks, 270-25; Heated Coaches, 342-25; ment. 379-33: Suret a 552-27: Tim Limit 
Rates, 342-26, 378-27-29; Rebates, 378-28; Re- 216-21: Unilateral 128-38 a ws stains 
lease of Liability, 144-15, 378-26. i is F ie 


Carriers of Baggage—Baggage, 108-14. 
Carrier of Freight—Claims, 108-15; Damages, 34-25. 


“arrier of Goods—Agency, 16-22, 144-16; Bill of 
Lading, 126-20; Claims, 288-15, 360-21; Damages, 
158-17; Delays, 307-29, 324-19; Delivery, 34-24, 
126-21, 360-20; Household Goods, 288-14; Lia- 
bility, 69-13; Penalties, 180-27; Shipper Must 
Sue, 307-30; Striking Employees, 234-22; Title, 
108-16, 324-20. 


Carrier of Passengers—Accounts, 198-18; Bus 
Driver, 198-19; Care, 198-23, 378-30, 414-23; 
Cause of Action, 144-17; Charter, 414-22; Con- 
necting Lines, 198-20; Fare, 215-14, 397-23; In- 
jury, 307-31; Jurisdiction, 126-23; 
144-18; Mileage, 360-22; Negligence, 144-19, 
198-21, 215-15, 324-21; Parties, 126-25; Passen- 
ger, 108-17, 126-24. 397-22-24; Permit, 288-16; 
Recovery, 198-22; Right of Way, 126-22; Sleep- 
ing Passenger, 180-28 Signals, 360-23. 


Charities—Aged Poor, 324-22; Trustee, 270-27. 


Chattel Mortgages—Actual Knowledge, 270-28; 
Cancelled Debt, 108-18; Conditional Sales, 
162-17;. Conversion, 51-13; Foreclosure, 69-14; 
Priorities, 34-26, 307-32; Registration, 16-23; 
Sales, 16-24. 


Civil Rights—Restaurants, 198-24. 


Colleges and Universities—Compensation, 360-24. 


Commerce—Agency, 360-27; Coal Cars, 70-15; De- 
murrage, 414-24; Duty, 342-28; Employee, 
108-19, 234-26, 414-27-28; Federal Trades, 70-16; 
Final Order, 342-27; Fuel Administration, 
414-25; Garnishment and Attachment, 180-29; 
Inspection, 252-22, 270-30; Interstate, 34-27, 
1126-26-27, 144-20-21-22, 162-18-19, 180-30, 
288-17-18, 397-25; Interrupted Journey, 342-29; 
Intrastate, 126-28; License, 198-25; Limiting 
Liability, 234-34; Market Manipulations, 271-31; 


Mining, 360-25; Newspapers, 360-26; Rates, 
51-14, 198-26. 234-23, 379-31; Shuttle Train, 
270-29; Statute, 34-28; Steamship Agents, 
51-15; Stolen Automobile, 198-27; Stopping 
Train, 271-32; Switching Crews, 216-16; Taxa- 
tion. 126-29, 144-23, 216-17, 307-33. 397-26; 
Tickets, 234-25, 414-26; Trade Mark, 216-18; 


Transportation of Persons, 252-23. 


Confiscation—Coal, 108-31-32; Ownership of Coal, 
108-32. 

Constitutional Law—Acts of Congress, 397-27; 
Amendments, 70-17; Appointments 252-25; 


Bonds, 414-29; Boundary Lines, 34-30; Carriers, 
70-18; Classification, 288-21; Contracts, 180-32; 
Conveyance of Property, 307-34; Criticism, 
126-31; Decision, 198-28; Discriminating Ordi- 
nance, 216-19; Due Process, 198-29; Employee, 
415-31; Estoppel. 126-32; Federal Power Com- 
mission, 34-29; Hail Insurance, 234-29; Insur- 
ance Tax, 108-20. 234-27; Intoxicating Liquor, 
108-21; Jitney, 360-28; Judgments, 16-25; Jur- 
isdiction, 16-26; Legal Relations, 252-26; Legis- 
lative Power, 288-19; Licenses, 90-16-17. 162-20; 
Liens, 234-28; Making a Case, 271-34; Permits, 
397-28; Police Power, 90-18; Power, 342-31; 
Property Rights, 198-30; 252-24, 414-30, 415-32; 


Public Policy, 288-20; Public Utilities, 16-27; 
Railroad Commission, 216-20; Schools, 342-30; 
Soldiers Preference, 288-22; Special Privilege, 


16-28; Supreme Court, 343-32; Surety, 70-19; 
Teachers’ Retirement, 324-23; Telephones, 
234-30: Trustee, 108-22; Vagrant, 288-23; Void 


Statute. 343-33; Wages, 126-30; Working Hours, 
271-33, 379-34. 


Consniracy—Labor Unions, 180-31; Representations, 
51-16. 


Liability, | 








Conversion—Election, 16-29. 


Corporations—Acceptance, 162-21; Agents, 70-24, 
144-24, 234-32, 307-37, 360-29; Attachments, 
216-22; Books, 70-26, 180-34; By-Laws, 70-21; 
Charter, 162-25. 181-36; Constituent Company, 
324-24; Consolidated, 324-25; Contracts, 234-31, 
360-30; De Facto, 307-35; Directors, 34-33, 
144-25, 162-22, 181-37, 379-36; Dividends, 198-31; 
Electors, 16-31; Equity, 198-32; Estoppel, 70-22; 
216-23; Expenditures, 181-38; Filing, 379-37; For- 
eign, 52-20, 144-26; Fraud, 70-23, 108-25-26, 181- 
39; Incorporations, 234-34; Increased Capital, 
343-38; Interstate Commerce, 181-40; Jurisdic- 
tion, 216-24, 252-31, 271-36, 343-35, 397-30; Knowl- 
edge Implied, 90-21; Lease, 307-36; Liable, 379- 
35; Liability, 126-34, 415-34; License, 343-36; Lo- 
eation of Transaction, 216-25; Mortgage, 70-25, 
271-35; 379-38; Notice, 16-32, 52-19, 108-23; 
Officers, 16-30, 343-37; Place of Business, 
162-23-24. 234-33; Property, 252-29; Proxy, 
16-33; Public Utility, 415-35; Purpose, 216-27; 
Qualified to Sue, 108-24. 379-39; Receivers, 
144-27, 180-35; Reorganized Companies, 252-30; 
Representations, 16-34; Right to Rescind, 
90-22; Seal, 288-25; Service, 17-35. 70-27, 126-35, 


198-33, 216-28, 343-39, 415-37; Slander, 288-26; 
Stock, 216-26, 252-28-32, 307-38, 324-26, 397-31, 
415-36-38. 


Courts—Jurisdiction, 324-27. 


Covenants—Deed, 324-28; Delivery, 
ways, 90-23; Incumbrances, 
Dwelling, 216-29; Restrictions, 
216-29, 235-36. 307-39. 379-40-41, 
415-40; School Purposes, 198-34. 


343-40; High- 
17-36; Private 
108-27, 144-28, 
397-32-33, 


Criminal Law—Evidence, 90-24; 
ure, 34-34. 


Search and Seiz- 


Custom Duties—Liquor, 324-29. 


Custom and Usage—Parties, 90-25; Sugar, 181-41; 


Trade Customs, 253-33. 
Damages—Advancements, 17-37; Amount, 108-28, 
162-26, 235-38; Contracts, 52-21: Election, 288- 


27; Illegal, 162-27; Measure, 70-28. 235-37; Pen- 


alties, 17-38; Punitive, 35-35; Statute, 17-39; 
Transfer of Insurance, 324-30. 

Death—Damages. 90-26-27-28, 108-29; Excessive 
Damages, 108-30. 

Deeds—Fiduciary Relations, 379-42; Restrictions, 
Laat 4 Signature, 35-36; Undue _ Influence, 
144-30. 


Depositions—Notice, 343-41. 

Divorce—Cause of Action, 35-37. 
Druggists—Poison, 126-36, 127-37. 
Easements—Grantor, 343-42; Necessary, 181-42. 


I:ectricity—Classification, 415-41; Degree of Care, 


181-43; Estoppel, 17-40; Notice, 235-39; Prop- 
erty Owner, 127-38; Rates, 90-29; Res Ipsa 


Loquitur, 162-28, 324-31; Trespass, 17-41, 70-29, 
90-30; Wires, 90-31; Poles, 70-30, 162-29. 


Eminent Domain—Damages, 35-38, 235-40; Federal 
Receiver, 271-37; Restrictions, 415-42; Tele- 
phone Exchanges, 271-38. 

Escheat—Eank Deposits, 397-34. 

52-29: 


Executors—Creditors, 52-22: Notes, 199-35; Resig- 
nation, 71-31; Surety, 35-39. 
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Explosives—Abandoning Danger, 235-41; Dealers, 17-49; Permanent Disability, 398-42; Place for 
324-32; Gasoline, 199-36; Manufacturer, 325-33- Passenger, 163-38; Policy Construed, 271-44, 


34; Oil Wells, 398 35; Packages. 
leum, 109-34; Sale to Minors, 
379-43. 


109-33; Petro- 
271-39; Storage, 


False Imprisonment—Action Against Corporation, 
325-35; Cause of Action, 144-31; Justification, 
343-43. 


Fish—Polluting Water, 398-36. 

Fixtures—Appliances, 253-35; Leases. 235-42; Ma- 
chinery, 379-44; Mortgage, 181-44; Personal 
Property, 35-40; Trade Fixtures, 253-34. 


Fraud—Attorney Fee. 307-40: By 
162-31; Inducement, 271-40. 


Representation, 


Frauds, Statutes of—Acceptance, 
35-41, 52-23, 90-32; Novation, 
Contract, 379-46; Parole 
415-43; Parole Evidence. 
181-45; Removal, 52-24; 
35-42; Writing, 181-46. 


17-42: 
71-32; 
Agreement, 

90-33; 

Stocks, 


Contract, 
Original 
288-28, 
Performance, 
379-45; Time, 


Fraudulent Convevances—Bulk Sales Laws, 
Corporations, 17-43; Intention, 162-32. 


271-41. 


71-33; 


Game—Possession, 


Garage Keepers—See Livery Stab!es and Garage 
Keepers. 
Garnishment—Service, 35-43. 


Good Will—Assigned, 343-44; Value, 380-47. 





Guar Situs of Contract, 144-32. 


Health—Police Power, 35-44, 307-41. 
Highways—Liability of District, 127-39; Negligence, 
162-33, 288-29; Pedestrian, 162-34; Public Walks, 


127-40; Taxpayers’ Rights, 343-45; Tractors, 
199-37. 


Homicide—Indictment of Motorist, 35-45. 
Husband and Wife 





Evidence, 17-44; Wills, 52-25. 


Indictment and Information—Manufacturer, 109-35. 
Injunction—Employee, 380-48. 


Innkeepers—Causation, 17-45; 


Check Room, 162-35; 
Guest, 415-44; Place 


of Entertainment, 380-49. 


Insurance—Accident, 90-34, 216-31, 343-46, 398-39; 
Account Books, 162-36; Adjusters, 253-36, 415- 
45; Agency, 127-42, 199-38, 288-30; Amount Re- 
coverable, 181-47; Application, 90-35, 127-41, 
253-45, 361-33; Attorney's Fees, 35-46; Attach- 
ment of Risk, 145-33; Authority, 181-48; Award, 
343-47; Beneficiary, 253-38, 361-31; Breach, 
253-41; Buildings, 288-32; Burglary, 127-43, 271- 
45, 325-38. 344-48, 361-36, 398-38; Cancellations, 
109-36, 235-43; Certificate Guaranteeing Title, 
325-37; Child Labor, 361-32; Claims, 289-34, 307- 
i, 380-57; Conditional Sales, 271-42; Conditions, 
71-34, 145-35, 235-47; Contracts, 35- 47, 398-37; 
Covenants, 17-46; Cyclone, 398-41; Date of Acci- 
dent, 216-32; Death by Accident, 253-39; De- 
fendants Joined, 380-50; Delays, 127-48; De- 
livery of Policy, 271-43; Direct Liability. 199- 
39; Disability, 35-48; Discrimination. 380-51; 
Double Indemnity. 145-36; Employees, 17-47; 
Employment 163-37; Exemptions, 71-35, 199-40; 
Exposures, 398-46; Family Physician, 216-33; 
Forcible Entry, 325-38; Fraud, 216-34; Gas, 
91-36; Hail Insurance, 272-46; Illegal Acts, 
253-44; Infirmity and Deformity, 235-45; Insur- 
able Interests, 51-6, 71-36, 109-37, 145-37, 235-46; 
Insured’s Rights, 253-40, 288-31; Insurer, 109-38; 





Insurer’s Agent, 17-48; Insurer’s Letters, 272- 
48; Insurer Liable, 145-38-39; Intentional In- 
jury, 253-42, 325-36; Knowledge of Agent, 127- 


44: Knowledge of Insurer, 127-45; Liability of 
Insurer, 127-46; License, 380-52; Lumber. 307- 45; 
Marine, 90-37; Mortgages, 361-34, 398-40; Mis- 
representation of Previous Sickness, 325-39; 
Mutual'ty. 35-49; Notice, 35-51. 272-49; Payments, 





325-36; Post Facto Law, 90-38; Premiums, 127- 
47, 307-43, 380-55; Premium Retained, 289-33, 
415-46; Profit Insurance, 272-47; Proof of Loss, 








235-44, 361-35, 398-43; Public Policy, 145-34, 
307-42, 398-44: Representations, 163-39, 199-41- 
42, 235-48, 253-43. 398-45; Restrictions, 217-35; 
Rider, 181-49; Risk. 380-54; Service, 199-43; 
Standard Forms. 253-37; Stipulations, 361-36; 
Subrogation, 380-56; Suicide, 91-39. 308-46; 
Time of Suit, 181-50: Title to Property. 235-49, 
325-37; Transfer of Policy. 217-36; Transport- 
ing Passenger, 217-37; Unoccunied Building, 
109-39, 308-47; Value, 145-40: Vested Rights, 
380-58; Waiver, 17-50-51, 35-50, 415-47; War- 
ranties, 199-44. 216-38. 
Internal Revenue—Income Tax, 217-39; Manufac- 
turer, 217-40. 

Interpleader—Disputed Funds, 145-41. 

Intoxicating Liquors—Contempt Proceedings, 91- 
40; Forfeiture of Vehicle, 109-40; Indictment, 
17-52, 35-52-53: Intent. 217-41: Lorceny, 380-59; 
Mortgage. 71-37: Penalties, 181-52; Possession, 
35-54-55-56. 127-49: Search Warrants, 18-54; 
109-41, 199-45. 253-46: Ships. 18-53, 181-51; 
State Statutes, 90-41: Testimony, 109-42; 
Transportation, 90-42, 109-43. 

Joint Stock Companies—Adoption 217-42: Mana- 
gers. 415-48; Title, 163-40; Trustees, 71-38, 
91-43, 

Landivrd and Tenant—Dwelling. 217-43; Holding 
Over. 71-39; Landlord, 36-57; Tease. 52-26-27, 
109-44, 163-41 182-53: Manure 3v%-48; Posses- 
sion, 91-44; Rent, 18-55, 36-58, 9:-45; Signs, 
235-50; Tenant, 199-46. 

Larceny—Intoxicating Liquor, 380-59 

Libel and Slander—Cause of Action, 71-40, 308-49; 
Privilege, 127-50. 415-49; Words per se, 361-37. 

Licenses—Accountants, 289-35: Associations, 145- 
42; Automobiles. 253-48. 272-50: Blue Sky Law, 
235-52. 236-53, 289-36; Fee, 380-60; Jurisdiction, 
289-37; Slot Machines, 308-50; Steamship 
Agents, 398-47: Taxi, 253-47; Trades, 235-51; 
Undertakers, 289-38. 

Liens—See Livery Stables and Garage Keepers; 
Filing, 396-8. 

Livery Stables and Garage Keepers—Conversion, 
91-46, 217-44; Driver’s Agency, 413-3; Excessive 
Charge, 341-8: Gross Negligence, 109-45; Lien, 
91-47; Limiting Liability, 216-30; Obligation, 
199-47, 398-48; Ownership, 396-7; Theft, 341-7. 

Marriage—Fraud, 52-28; Minor, 199-48. 

Master and Servant—Admiralty Jurisdiction, 71- 
42; Agency, 145-43-46, 199-49, 344-51, 416-50; 
Assumption Risk, 182-54-58, 344-49, 416-51; 
Claims, 182-59 253-50; Compensation, 416-52; 
Employees, 163-42, 182-55-57; Employer, 344- 
50; Employers’ Liability Acts, 91-49, 127-52. 416- 
54: Independent Risk, 71-41, 127-51, 145-44-45, 
163-43, 325-40 398-49, 416-53; Intent, 217-45; 
Invitee, 253-49; Minors, 109-46, 182-56; Negli- 
gence, 18-56; Ratification, 52-29, 217-46; Res 
Ipsa Loquitor, 128-53. 

Mechanics Lien—Filing, 128-54; Oil Well, 361-38. 

Mines and Minerals—Contracts, 36-59; 71-43; Dam- 
ages, 18-58; Exemptions. 18-57; Forfeiture, 71- 
44: Laches, 91-50; Lessee, 36-60. 72-45, 398-50 

Monopolies—Carriers, 72-46; Interstate Commerce, 


109-47; Publishers, 128-55. 

Municipal Corporations—Agency, 199-50, 217-47, 
398-51; Assessments, 72-47. 272-53; Bridges, 236- 
54; Contracts, 36-61, 182-60; Funds, 91-51, 254- 
51; 344-52; License, 163-47, 380-61; Notice, 361- 
41: Nuisance, 199-51; 344-53; Ordinance, 110-52, 





217-48, 218-50; Personal Injury. 72-48-50, 91-53, 
128-56, 146-48, 163-44, 254-52, 308-52, 361-43-44; 
Public Square, 272-52; Restrictions, 110-50; 
Syrinklers, 109-48, 163-48; Traffic, 18-59-61-62, 
52 72-49-52, 91-52-54; 109-49; 146-47-49; 
R , 199-52, 217-49, 272-51, 289-39, 308-51-53, 
295.41-42, 361-39-40-42-45, 398-52; Water, 18-60, 


163-45. 
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Negligence—Agent, 344-55; Attractive Nuisance, 


325-43; Elevator Shaft, 361-46; Employers, 110- | 


55; Existing Conditions, 344-54; Instructions, 
18-63; Invitee, 110-53, 218-51, 308-54-55-62, 416- 
55; Knowledge of Ordinance, 236-56; Parent, 
236-55; Passengers, 110-54, 254-53; Physical 
Facts, 344-56; Wife, 254-54. 


Notaries—Bond, 163-49. ; 
Nuisance—Neighborhood Property, 416-56. 


Physicians and Surgeons—Licenses, 36-62; Statute, 
36-63. 


Post Office—Mail Contract, 72-53. 


Principal and Agent—Accounting, 128-57; Author- 
ity, 36-54, 91-55, 163-50, 236-57, 308-56. 325-44, 
361-47; Evidence, 52-31: Implied, 344-57; Prin- 
cipal, 163-51; Sales, 18-64; Vendor, 254-55. 

163-52; Release, 


Principal and Surety—Notice, 
4 


Prize Fighting—lInstructions, 72-54. 
Public Service Commission—Power of State, 344-58. 


Railroads—Care, 36-65; Casual Connection, 146-50; 
Contributory Negligence, 199-53, 182-62; i 
cated Street, 128-58; Engine, Applicaticn of 
Ordinance, 110-57; Flagman, 72-55; Independent 
Act of Employee, 146-51; Interstate Commerce, 
236-58; License, 52-32; Limitations, 272-56; Ob- 
structions, 325-46; Refrigerator Car Companies, 
344-59: Servants, 182-61; Service, 91-56, 325-47; 
Signals, 72-56, 325-45, 416-59; Speed, 163-53; 
Trespasser, 128-59; ‘‘Train.’’ 110-56; Utility 
Commission Order, 272-55. 


Receivers—Procedure, 36-66. 

Release—Fraud, 72-57; When Binding, 199-54. 

Religious Societies—Title, 72-58. 

Removal of Cause—Jurisdiction, 92-57. 

Sales-—Act of God, 254-57; Acceptance, 110-58; 182- 
63, 199-55, 218-52, 361-48; Automobiles, 254-61; 
Compensation, 110-59, 164-54, 344-61; Condi- 


tional, 128-60, 218-53; Contract, 18-65, 72-59, 
200-57, 326-48; Delivery, 36-67, 52-53, 92-58, 110- 





60, 128-61, 416-60; Freight, 254-58; Goods to be | 


Made, 362-50; Illegal, 182-64; Liens, 254-59; 
Manufacturer's Liability, 308-57; Notice, 206- 
56, 289-40; Quantity, 254-56, 344-62, 416-62; Re- 
scinded, 289-41, 344-60; Recovery, 254-60; Repre- 
sentations, 164-55, 200-58, 236-59, 362-49, 416-61; 
Severable Contracts, 36-69; Taxes, 72-60; Title, 
52-34; Warranties, 36-68-70, 52-35, 92-59, 128-62, 
146-52, 164-56, 182-65, 254-62. 

Search and Seizure—Affidavit, 


182-66; Constitu- 


tional Rights, 53-36; Evidence, 110-61, 146-53; | 
Forgeries, 218-54; Illegal, 289-42; Limited, 289- | 


43; Return Property, 
Warrants, 53-37-38. 


146-54; Sheriff. 18-66; 


Sheriff and Constable—Trespassers, 53-39. 
Specific Performance—Contract, 128-63. 
States—Public Purpose, 254-63. 

Statutes—Liquor, 272-57. 

Street Railroads—Automobile Stops, 308-58; Cross- 


ings, 272-58; Instructions, 128-64; Negligence, 
146-55; Right of Way, 200-59, 308-59; Speed, 


Taxation—Churches, 72-61; City Land, 53-40; Con- 
version, 254-64; Corporate Franchise, 92-63; 
Death, 218-57; Double, 164-58; Eleemosynary, 
164-59-60, 290-46; Equality, 218-58; Exemptions, 


18-67-68, 254-65; Family Unit, 164-61; Farming | 





Utensils, 344-63; Highways, 308-60; Hospitals, 
272-59; Indian Land, 92-60; Inheritance, 218-56, 
289-45; Machinery, 218-59; Merchant, 92-61; 
Mortgage Revenue, 326-49; National Banks, 
272-60; National Bank Stocks, 146-56, 218-55; 
Pensions, 92-62; Pipe Lines, 254-66; Remedy, 
218-60; Residence, 344-64; Succession, 164-57; 
Title, 289-44; Valuation, 53-41, 110-62. 


Telegraphs and Telephones—Damages, 53-42; 
Rates, 18-69, 362-52; Right of Way, 146-58. 


Theaters and Shows—Negligence, 146-59. 

Treaties—Personal Property, 53-43. 

Trusts—See Joint-Stock Companies; Conveyances, 
362-53; Delay, 416-63; Fraud, 110-63; Innocent 
Purchaser, 36-71; Testator, 53-44. 


United States—Contracts, 200-60; Interest, 218-61; 
Officers, 326-51; Surety, 326-50. 


Vendor and Purchaser—Title, 146-60, 218-62; Waiv- 
er, 36-72. 


Warehousemen—Damages, 92-64; 
Safe Deposit Box, 128-65. 


Liens, 164-62; 


Water and Water Courses—Abandonment, 146-61; 
Absque Injuria, 182-67; Appurtenant to Land, 
236-60; Franchise, 53-45; Nuisance, 182-68; 
Private Enterprise, 18-70; Rates, 53-46; Ripa- 
rian Rights, 53-47, 110-64; Waste, 164-63. 


Wills—Administrators, 362-54; Certificates, 53-48; 
Construed, 128-66; Election, 92-65; Evidence, 
52-49; Gifts to Class, 254-67; Intention, 53-50, 
92-66, 236-61; Mental Capacity, 362-55; Perpe- 
tuities, 53-51; Quality of Paper, 128-68; Re- 
minder, 128-69, 164-64; Rent, 290-47; Title, 53- 
52; Trust Estate, 128-67; Undue Influence 110- 
65; Vested Rights, 362-56. 


Witnesses—Corporation Officers, 326-52; Custom 
Laws, 362-59; Life Insurance, 218-63; Privi- 
lege, 362-57-58; Time Book, 290-48. 

Workmen’s Compensation Acts—Accident, 236-63, 


290-50; Agriculture, 92-71; Aliens, 92-67; Arising 
Out of, 362-63; Assault, 326-53, 164-66, 326-54; 
Award, 53-54, 416-64; Before Working Hours, 
290-53; Casual Employment, 326-61; Course of 
Employment, 236-64, 290-54, 362-61; Death and 
Probable Consequences, 362-62; Defenses, 164-67; 
Demolishing Building, 164-68; Dependency of 
Adopted Child, 362-60; Dependency of Alien 
Parents, 54-60; Dependency of Child-Parents 
Divorced, 326-58; Dependency of Grandchild, 
54-59; Dependency of Parent, 164-69; Depend- 
ency of Wife, 290-49; Disfigurement, 290-55; 
Domestic Employment, 54-56; Election, 54-61, 
164-67; ‘“‘Employee,”’ 54-62, 92-73, 200-61-63-69, 
326-60; ‘“‘Employer,”’ 54-62-63; Evidence, 110-67; 
Extra Hazardous Business, 218-64; Going 
Home, 326-54; Going to Work, 200-68; Hernia, 
92-70; Heart Disease, 290-51, 308-61; Holdup, 
416-65; Independent Contractor, 92-68, 200-63- 
69; 290-56-59; ‘‘Injury,’’ 53-64, 200-62; Injury 
After Resignation, 54-71; Injury on Street Car, 
164-72; ‘‘Lawful Requirement,’ 54-69; Leaving 
Work, 54-55, 236-56; Lighting Cigar, 326-57; 
Loss of Eye, 146-63, 200-67; Loss: of Hand, 54- 
58; Loss of Hearing, 146-62; Loss of Leg, ‘‘at’’ 
Knee, 362-65; Minors, 200-64-65; Noon Hour 
Injury, 290-54, 326-55; Notice, 236-66; Parties 
to Action, 110-66; ‘‘Pecuniary Gain,’’ 164-70; 
Permanent Total Disability, 236-67; Personal 
Errand, 236-65, 290-52; “‘Plant,’’ 290-57; Pneu- 
monia, 236-62, 362-64; Refusal to Submit to 
Operation, 54-68; Release, 326-59; Robbery, 
416-65; Rule, Posting Notice of, 54-66; Sun- 
stroke, 54-65; Superintendent of Highways, 
200-61; Total Disability, 200-66-67, 236-67; 
Transported by Employer, 54-67, 326-56; Ty- 
phoid Fever, 290-50; Ulcer, 92-69; Using Own 
Automobile, 290-58; Violating Rule, 54-57; Vol- 
unteer, 326-60; Waiver. 164-71; Watering Horse 
on Day of No Employment, 92-72; Within Act, 
53-53. 
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ALABAMA, 


BIRMINGHAM. 
Engle & Mudd. 
Leader & Ullman. 
Ivey F. Lewis. 

F. W. McArthur. 

Nathan L. Miller. 

Hugh Morrow. 

Erle Pettus. 

Tillman, Bradley & 
Morrow. 

Wood & Pritchard. 

CLANTON. 

Grady Reynolds. 

DECATUR. 

E. W. Godbey. 

DOTHAN. 

Oscar S. Lewis, 

FLORENCE, 

A. A. Williams. 

GADSDEN. 

P. E. Cull, 
Victor Vance. 

GENEVA. 

W. O. Mulkey. 

GREENVILLE. 
Lane & Lane. 

JASPER. 

Wm. C. Davis. 


MOBILE, 
Wm. H. Armbrecht. 
Frederick G. Brom- 
berg. 
Jesse F. Hogan. 


Chas. W. Tompkins. 
MONTGOMERY. 

W. M. Blakey. 

Hill, Hill, Whiting & 

Thomas. 

Stuart M. MacKenzie. 

Steiner, Crum & Weil. 

Ray Rushton, 
OPELIKA. 

N. D. Denson. 
TALLADEGA. 

D. H. Riddle. 
TUSCUMBIA. 

J. 3. Mare. 
YORK, 

John A. Altman, 

Robert R. Wallace. 


ALASKA, 


JUNEAT 
John Rustgard. 
R. E. Robertson. 
A. G. Shoup. 
WASILLA. 
H. W. Wilmoth. 


ARIZONA, 


HOLBROOK. 
Clarence H. Jordan. 
Thorwald Larson, 

NOGALES. 


Leslie C. Hardy. 











PHOENIX. 
J. L. B. Alexander. 
Edw. J. Flanigan. 
G. P. Nevitt. 
PRESCOTT. 
J. F. Moreno. 


TUCSON. 

Frank E, Curley. 
YUMA, 

Peter T. Robertson. 


ARKANSAS, 


ASHDOWN. 

John J. Dulaney. 
BATESVILLE. 

John B. McCaleb. 
BLYTHEVILLE., 

Davis, Costen & Har- 

rison, 

BOONEVILLE. 

Evans & Evans. 
BRINKLEY. 

Bogle & Sharp. 
CAMDEN. 
Harry E. Meek. 
DE VALLS BLUFF. 
W. H. Gregory. 
EARLE. 

J. R. Pugh. 
ELDORADO. 

Earle W. Moorhead. 
FORDYCE. 

c. L. Chambers. 

T. D. Wynne. 
FORREST CITY. 

S. H. Mann. 
FORT SMITH. 

Webb Covington. 

John H. Holland. 

Thos. B. Pryor. 
HARDY. 

Arthur Sullivan. 
JONESBORO. 

Basil Baker. 

Claude B. Brinton. 
LITTLE ROCK, 

John F,. Clifford. 

Ashley Cockrill. 

Frauenthal & Johnson 

Marvin Harris. 


H. T. Harrison. 
Kinsworthy & Kins- 
worthy. 


Tom M. Mehaffy. 

D, D. Terry. 

George Vaughan. 

Sam M. Wassell. 
MENA. 

B. J. Stuart. 
MURFREESBORO. 

Claude A. Rankin, 
NASHVILLE. 

J. L. Butt. 





NEWPORT. 
Boyce & Mack. 
John W. Stayton. 


OSCEOLA. 
J. W. Rhodes, Jr. 


PARAGOULD, 
Fuhr & Futrell, 


PINE BLUFF. 
W. F. Coleman. 
H. R. Lucas. 
Taylor & Jones. 


RUSSELLVILLE. 
Robert Bailey. 


STUTTGART. 
Geo. C, Lewis, 
Hiram L. Sternberg. 


TEXARKANA., 
W. H. Arnold, Jr. 
James D, Head, 
Thaddeus B. Vance. 
Frank S. Quinn. 


WASHINGTON. 
W. H. Etter. 


CALIFORNIA. 


BAKERSFIELD. 
E. J. Emmons. 


CARMEL, 
Edward G. Kuster. 


GRIDLEY. 
Henry Ingram. 


GEYSERVILLE. 
Hugh W. Rose. 
FRESNO. 
Harris & Hayhurst. 
N. Lindsay South. 


INDEPENDENCE. 
Frank C. Scherrer. 


LONG BEACH. 
Geo. F. Kapp. 
Bruce Mason. 
McCaughan & 
McCaughan. 
Swaffield & Swaffield. 


LOS ANGELES. 
Milton Carlson. 
Harvey D. Cheney. 
Fredericks & Hanna. 
Gibson, Dunn & 

Crutcher. 
Geo. Halverson. 
Rex Hardy. 

H. Clyde Harms. 
A. W. Hutton. 
FE. E. Milliken. 
Nathan Newby. 
Cc. H. Pansing. 
Paran F. Rice. 
M. F. Stiles. 
Duke Stone. 


MOUNTAIN VIEW. 
E. F. Albertsworth. 





NAPA, 
John T. York. 


OAKLAND. 
Carl H. Abbott. 
Chas. A. Beardsley. 
Harmon Bell, 
Jesse J. Dunn. 
R. M. Fitzgerald. 
Eugene E. Trefethen. 


PASADENA, 
J. M. Kerr, 


PORTERVILLE. 


Cc. L. Johnson. 
RICHMOND. 
Cc. S. Hannum, 


RIVERSIDE. 
Cc. W. Benshoof, 
Adair & Winder. 


ROSEVILLE, 


J. B. Gibson. 
SACRAMENTO. 

J. W. S. Butler. 

H. W. Funke. 


Devlin & Devlin. 


SAN DIEGO. 
John W. Mott. 
F, W. Stearns. 


SAN FRANCISCO. 
F, P. Deering. 
Edward C. Harrison. 
Lent & Humphrey. 
P. H. Johnson. 
Augustin C. Keane. 
John H. McDaniels. 
G. W. McEnerney. 
Cc. H. Oatman. 
W. H. Orrick. 
F. W. Sawyer. 
Grant H. Smith. 
Leo H. Susman. 
Paul C. Thorne. 
Owen M. Van Duyn. 


SAN RAFAEL. 


Benson Wright. 


SANTA ANA, 


Horatio J. Forgy. 


SANTA BARBARA. 


T. R. Finley. 


STOCKTON. 


Louis J. Schino. 


UKIAH. 


Keith C. Eversole. 


WOODLAND. 


J. H.. Laugenour. 


COLORADO. 


ANTONITO. 


talph L, Carr. 


COLORADO SPRINGS. 


Norman M. Campbell. 
James A. Orr. 
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DENVER. 
John T. Bottom, 
Paul M, Clark. 
H. W. Danforth. 
A. L. Doud. 
Henry A. Dubbs. 
W. R. Eaton. 
John E. Ethell. 
R. W. Fleming. 
James E, Garrigues. 
Goudy & Goudy. 
Horace N. Hawkins. 
Philip Hornbein, 
Gerald Hughes. 
Frederick T. Henry. 
Henry McAllister, Jr. 
Thos. J, O’Donnell. 
R. D. Rees. 
Howard S. Robertson. 
John F. Reynes. 
Barnwell S. Stuart. 
D. L. Webb. 
DURANGO . 
Reese McCloskey. 
FT. COLLINS. 
Fred W. Stow. 
GRAND JUNCTION. 
Guy V. Sternberg. 
GREELEY, 
F. J. Green. 
Wm. B. Kelly. 
Wm. H. Thompson. 
Charles D. Todd. 
LA JUNTA, 


Clyde T. Davis. 
E. W. McDaniel. 
PUEBLO. 


Wm, B. Stewart, 
STEAMBOAT SPRINGS 
Gilbert A. Walker. 

STERLING. 
Roy T. Johnson. 
TRINIDAD. 
Malcolm B. 
WALDEN. 
Geo. J. Bailey. 


Erickson. 


CONNECTICUT. 
HARTFORD. 
Max Adelson. 
Forward & Daley. 
John J. Dwyer. 
Jacob Schwolsky. 
NEW HAVEN. 
Giaimo & Fasano. 
Bristol & White. 
James E. Wheeler. 
NEW LONDON. 
Nathan Belcher, 
Max Boyer. 
H. A, Hull. 
Arthur T. Keefe. 
S. Victor Prince. 
Thos. E. Troland. 
NORWICH. 
Chas, W. 
PUTNAM. 
John F. Carpenter. 
STAMFORD. 
Frederick C. Taylor. 
UNIONVILLE. 
Robert E. Taft. 
WATERBURY. 
T. F. Carmody. 
John H. Cassidy. 
Chas. G. Root. 


Cassidy. 


DELAWARE, 
WILMINGTON. 
Thos. J. Laffey, 
Marvel, Marvel, Lay- 
ton & Hughes, 
John P. Nields. 








DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA, 


WASHINGTON. 
John S. Barbour, 
Walter E. Barton. 
Chapin Brown. 
Melville Church, 
Watson E. Coleman. 
Henry C. Clark. 
Henry M. Foote, 
Thomas H. Henry. 
Leo P. Harlow 
Frank J. Hogan. 
Raymond M. Hudson. 
Alexander Sidney 

Lanier. 

Albert Levitt. 
John H. Small. 
James C. Waters. Jr. 
Wayne B. Wheeler. 


FLORIDA, 


BARTOW. 
Olliphant & Olliphant, 
Oliver & Parker. 
BRADENTOWN. 
Dewey A. Dye. 
CLEARWATER 
J. C. Davant. 
DAYTONA. 

Gardiner & Brass. 
DE FUNIAK SPRINGS 
Wm. W. Flournoy. 

D. N. Trotman, 
DE LAND. 

Stewart & Stewart. 
FORT MYERS. 

Walter O. Sheppard. 
FORT PIERCE. 

Fred Fee. 
JACKSONVILLE. 

Cc. M. Cooper, Chas. P. 

& J. J. G. Cooper. 

John C. Cooper, Jr. 

E, J. L. Engle. 

John E, Hartridge. 

A, H. & Roswell King. 

Knight & Adair. 

Marks, Marks & Holt. 

Miles W. Lewis, 

Milam & Milam. 

P. H. Odom. 

Abraham Aronovitz. 

Stafford Caldwell, 

W. McL, Christie. 

Wm, T. Cowles, Jr. 

P. Guy Crews. 

Salem K,. David. 

Chas, M. Durrance. 

Cc. C. Howell. 

Paul D. McGarry. 

F. V. Paradise. 

R. E. Stillman. 

Stanton Walker. 
LAKELAND. 

T. Hart Getzen. 

Peterson & Carver. 
LIVE OAK. 

J. L. Blackwell. 
MARIANNA. 

John H. Carter. 
MITAMI. 

W. I. Evans. 

Carl T. Hoffman. 

A. J. Rose. 

Bart A. Riley. 

Edward L. Semple. 

George Sibthorne. 

Thompson, Barns & 

Thompson. 

MILTON. 

L. T. Wiggins. 
OCALA. 

Anderson & Anderson. 

L. N. Green. ° 

F. R. Hocker. 
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ORLANDO. 

J. N. Hutchins. 

Frank A. Smith, 
PALATKA. 

W. P. Dineen. 

J. V. Walton. 

A. H. Odom, 
PANAMA CITY, 

iE. Dykes. 
PENSACOLA. 

Philip D. Beall. 

A. C. Binkley. 

Wm. Fisher. 

E. C. Maxwell. 

Lewis V. Trueman. 
QUINCY. 

J. H. Harrell. 

Y. L. Watson, 
ST. AUGUSTINE. 

G. W. Bassett, Jr. 
ST. PETERSBURG. 

A. K. Cook. 
SARASOTA. 

W. Y. Perry. 
SEBRING. 

Fairfax T. Haskins. 
TALLAHASSEE, 

E. T. Davis. 

W. J. Oven. 
TAMPA. 

Borchardt & Borchardt 

Edwin L. Bryan. 

J. W. Dupree. 

Wm. Hunter. 

Howard P. Macfarlane 

K. I. McKay. 

McMullen & Petteway. 

Oscar H. Norton. 

Sandford & Hampton. 

A. H. Smith. 

S. B. Stephens. 

Stuart & Brooks. 

Wm. M. Taliaferro, 

J. T. Watson. 

Guy B. Zewadski. 


GEORGIA. 


ALBANY. 
Leonard Farkas. 
Claude Payton. 
AMERICUS. 
Dan Chappell. 
J. A. Hixon. 

J. Lewis Ellis. 
ATHENS. 
Erwin, 
Nix. 

J. J. Strickland. 

H. C. Tuck. 


ATLANTA. 
Reuben R. Arnold. 
Robert C. Alston. 
Anderson, Rountree & 

Crenshaw. 
Brewster, 

Heyman. 
Geo. F. Gober. 

J. L. Mayson. 
Hill & Adams. 
Smith, Hammond & 

Smith. 

James A. Miller. 

Cc. L. Pettigrew. 
Randolph & Parker. 
John M. Slaton. 
Wm. F. Slaton, Jr. 

Alex W. Stephens. 
W. D. Thomson. 
Edgar Watkins. 

Geo. Westmoreland. 
AUGUSTA. 
Barrett & Hull. 

. H. & H. S. Cohen. 
Wm. H, Fleming. 
Isaac S. Peebles, Jr. 
Benj. E. Pierce. 


Rucker& & 


Howell & 





BARNESVILLE. 

Charles J. Lester. 
BRUNSWICK. 

Daniel Webster Krauss 

Max Isaac. 
CAMILLA. 

Peacock & Gardner. 
COLUMBUS. 

Love & Fort. 

Slade & Swift. 
CORDELE. 

A. S. Bussey. 

F. G. Boatright. 

Crum & Jones, 
COVINGTON. 

Chas. C. King. 
FITZGERALD. 

E. P. Keefer. 

Alex J. McDonald. 
FORSYTH. 

Persons & Persons. 
JASPER. 

Roscoe Pickett. 
JONESBORO. 

John E. Mundy. 
McRAE. 

Lamar Murdaugh. 
MACON. 

Harry S. Strozier. 

E. B. Weatherly. 
MONTEZUMA. 

Jule Felton. 
MONTICELLO. 

Greene F.. Johnson. 
NASHVILLE. 

Wm. Story. 
PEMBROKE. 

J. P. Dukes. 
ROME. 

Linton A. Dean, 
SAVANNAH. 

Ss. B. Adams. 

Robert L. Colding. 

Lawton & Cunningham 

Jacob Gazan., 

Isaac & Isaac. 

A. B. Lovett. 

Peter W. Meldrim. 

O’Byrne, Hartridge & 

Wright. 
Osborne, Laurence & 
Abrahams. 

Geo. W. Owens. 

T. P. Ravenel. 

Wm, R. Sanderson. 
STATESBORO. 

R. L. Moore. 
THOMASTON. 

James R. Davis. 
WASHINGTON. 

Earle Norman. 
WAYCROSS. 

James F. Morgan. 

Parks, Reed & Gar- 


rett. 
Wilson & Bennett. 
WRIGHTSVILLE. 
A. L. Hatcher. 


HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 
HONOLULU. 
Brown, Cristy & Davis. 
Wm. T. Carden. 
Thompson, Cathcart 
& Ulrich. 
R. A. Vitousek. 
Ambrose J. Wirtz. 
HILO. 
Tasaku Oka. 


LIHUE. 

Philip L. Rice. 
WAIKUKU. 

E, R. Bevins. 
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IDAHO. 


BOISE CITY. 
Chas. F. Koelsch, 
CALDWELL. 
Ss. B. Dunlap. 
COEUR D’ALENE, 
M. G. Whitney. 
COUNCIL. 

L. L. Burtenshaw. 
GOODING. 

James & Ryan. 
IDAHO FALLS. 

Oo. A. Johannesen, 


KELLOGG. 
Milton W. Emmet. 
LEWISTON. 
James E. Babb. 
Fred E. Butler. 
Eugene A. Cox. 


Leo McCarty. 

Daniel Needham. 
NAMPA, 

D. L. Rhodes. 

Geo. H. Van de Steeg. 
POCATELLO. 

Peterson & Coffin. 
RUPERT. 

E. R. Dampier. 
SANDPOINT. 

E,. W. Wheelan. 
TWIN FALLS. 

Oo. W. Witham. 


ILLINOIS, 


AURORA. 
B. P. Alschuler. 
Peffers & Wing. 
Fred B. Shearer. 
BELVIDERE. 
P. H. O'Donnell. 
BLOOMINGTON. 
Morrissey, Sullivan & 
Rust. 
Chas. M. Buck. 
Jesse E. Hoffman. 
CARLINVILLE. 
Lionel Moise. 
CARLYLE. 


Hugh V. Murray. 
CARTERVILLE., 
H Gallimore. 


CARTHAGE. 
Charles J. Scofield. 


CHAMPAIGN. 
R. S. Bauer. 
H. L. Jones. 
CHICAGO, 
E. A. Aborn. 
Ashcraft & Ashcraft. 
Aug. Binswanger. 
E. R. Bliss, Jr. 
H, G. Colson. 
E. S. Cummings. 
D’Ancona & Pflaum, 
Thos. Dent, 
W. J. Dole. 
Geo. J. Drieske. 
Robert L, Elliott. 
Timothy J. Fell. 
Ben F. Goldstein. 
John R. Guilliams, 
Roy M. Harmon. 
Hyde, Hennings & 
Thulin. 
Frederick B. Hovey. 
Andrew Hummeland. 
John L. Hopkins, 
Jas. C. McMath, 
Chas. J. Michal. 
Frank H. McCulloch. 
John P, McGoorty. 
Joseph A, McInerney. 








A. W. Martin. 
M. A. Mergentheim. 
John S. Miller, Jr. 
Wm. F. Mulvihill. 
Edwin A, Munger. 
Mark R. Sherman 
Shortall & Murison. 
R. B. Scott. 
J. A. Shannon. 
Rosenthal, Hamill 
Wormser, 
Chas. J. Trainor. 
Winston, Strawn 
Shaw. 
Harris F. Williams. 
DANVILLE, 
Oliver D. 
Lindley, 
Lindley. 
DECATUR. 
3aldwin & Carey. 
Jesse L. Deck. 
James A, Henson, 


DELAVAN. 
H. Paul Jones. 


DOWNER’S GROVE. 
A. B. Snow. 


DWIGHT. 

Roy V. 
E. ST. LOUIS. 

Kramer, Kramer & 

Campbell. 

E. C. Zulley. 
EDWARDSVILLE 

R, F. Tunnell, Jr. 
ELIZABETHTOWN 

James E. Denton. 

Clarence E. Soward. 

James A, Watson. 
EVANSTON. 

Robt. H. Gault. 

Earl J. Walker. 
FARMER CITY, 

Herrick: & Herrick. 
FREEPORT. 

Albert H. 
FULTON. 

Cc. C. McMahon. 
GALESBURG. 

R. D. Robinson. 

M. E. Zetterholm. 
GRANITE CITY. 

John B. Harris, 
HARVARD. 

P. J. Donovan. 
HERRIN, 

A, D. Morgan. 
HIGHLAND PARK, 
P. 8S. Patterson, 

JACKSONVILLE. 
Wm. N. Hairgrove. 
Wm, T. Wilson. 

KANKAKEE. 

A. C. Jensen. 
Alex J. Powell. 

MACOMB, 

Chas, I, Imes. 
Geo. B. Kerman, 

MARION. 

Geo. B. White. 

MATTOON. 
Andrews & Real. 
Bryan H. Tivnen, 

MAYWOOD, 

Geo. W. Carr. 

MONMOUTH. 

R. J. Grier. 

MORRIS. 

F,. H. Hayes. 
J. W. Rausch. 

OTTAWA, 

Jas. J. Conway. 


Mann. 
Penwell 


Seymour. 


Manus. 


& 


& 


& 





PARIS. 
Burnie McClain. 
PEKIN. 
Prettyman, 
Prettyman. 
PEORIA. 
L. O. Eagleton. 
Geo. A. Shurtleff. 
PONTIAC. 
E. A, Simmons, 
RANTOUL. 
Jas. F. Clark. 
ROCKFORD. 
Cc, W. Ferguson, 
Frank H. Hall. 
ROCK ISLAND. 
Stafford, Schoede & 
Stafford. 
Floyd E. Thompson. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
W. W. Edwards. 
A. M. Fitzgerald. 
Geo. B. & Geo. M. 
Gillespie. 
Wm, B. Risse. 
Roy M. Seeley. 
STERLING. 
Philip H. Ward. 
STREATOR. 
G. H. Belford. 
Wm, H. Boys. 
SYCAMORE. 
John Faissler, 
URBANA. 
Roy R. Cline. 
W. G. Spurgin. 
VIRGINIA. 
Samuel R. 
WATERLOO 
A. C. Bollinger. 
WATSEKA, 
A. F, Goodyear. 
John P. Palissard. 
WAUKEGAN. 
Oo. S. Fuqua. 
WYOMING, 
John W. 


Velde & 


Turner. 


Fling, Jr. 


INDIANA, 


COLUMBUS. 

John Rynerson. 
CONNERVILLE. 

E. Ralph Himelick. 
CRAWFORDSVILLE. 

Benj. Crane. 
CROWN POINT. 

Martin J. Smith, 
ELKHART. 

Verne G. Cawley. 

Cc. C. Raymer. 
EVANSVILLE. 

Welman & Darby. 
FORT WAYNE. 

A. 


L. Aiken. 
Breen & Morris. 
E. V. Emrick. 


Samuel M. Hench. 

W. H. Shambaugh, 
FRANKFORT 

Thos. M. Ryan, 
FRANKLIN. 

White & Owens. 
GARRETT. 

F. A, Nash. 
GARY. 

Cassius M. Greenlee. 
GOSHEN . 

A. S, Zook. 
GREENCASTLE. 

B. F. Corwin. 





GREENSBURG. 
John F, Goddard, 
Rollin A. Turner. 

HAMMOND, 
Bomberger, 

Northland. 
F. Crumpacker. 
E. G. Sproat. 

HUNTINGTON, 

Milo M. Feightner. 
Sumner Kenner, 

INDIANAPOLIS. 

Bachelder & Bachelder. 
Bingham & Bingham, 
Earl R. Conder. 
Charles E. Cox, 
Geo, W. Galvin. 
E. H. Inglehart. 
J. Burdette Little. 
Frank L, Littleton. 

INDIANAPOLIS. 
Clair McTurnan., 
Jos. P. Turk. 

D. E. Watson, 
Geo. W. Young. 

KNIGHTSTOWN. 
Newby & Newby. 

KOKOMO. 

Bell & Kirkpatrick. 

Jos. C. Herron, 
LADOGA. 

Robert W. 

LAFAYETTE, 
Gaylord & Sills. 

LA PORTE. 

Osborn, Osborn & 
Link. 

LOGANSPORT. 
Arthur & Arthur. 
Chas. E. Hale. 

MISHAWAKA. 

Enos E, Long. 

MUNCIE. 

Orr & Clark. 
W. F. White. 

NAPPANEE, 

Perry A. Early. 

NEWCASTLE. 

Geo. D. Forkner. 

NOBLESVILLE, 
Robert H. Kinney. 

NORTH VERNON. 
Wm, Fitzgerald. 

PERU. 

Cox & Andrews. 


RICHMOND. 
Gardner, Jessup, Hoel- 
scher & White. 


ROCKPORT. 
James L. Houston, 


SOUTH BEND. 
Orlo R, Deahl. 
SPENCER. 
I. H, Fowler. 
TERRE HAUTE. 
Wm, T. Douthitt. 
J, F. Fix. 
UNION CITY. 
Wm, W. Fowler. 
VINCENNES. 
Curtis G. Shake. 
J. P. L. Weems. 


Peters & 


Marks. 


IOWA. 


ADAIR. 
R. O. Garber. 


ALBIA. 
John T. Clarkson, 


ALGONA. 
W. B. Quarton. 
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ALTON. 

Cc. W. Pitts. 
ATLANTIC. 

G. C. Dalton. 
AUDUBON. 

S. C. Kerberg. 
BEDFORD. 

Flick & Flick. 

James R. Locke. 
BELMOND. 

J. M. Jensen. 
BOONE. 

Dyer, Jordan & Dyer. 

J. R. Whitaker. 
BROOKLYN: 

Frank R. Talbott, 
BURLINGTON. 

LaMonte Cowles. 
CEDAR FALLS. 

J. B. Newman. 
CEDAR RAPIDS. 

Rickel & Dennis. 

Redmond & Stewart. 

J. H. Trewin. 
CHARLES CITY. 

J. C, Campbell. 
CHEROKEE. 

Lewis McDonald. 
CLARINDA. 

H. BE. Davidson. 
CLEAR LAKE, 

E. B. Stillman. 
COUNCIL BLUFFS 

Fremont Benjamin. 

“Bert L. Dickason. 

John J. Ferguson, 

Kimball, Peterson & 

Smith. 

Tinley, Mitchell, Pryor 

& Ross. 
CRESTON. 

Winter & Davenport. 
DAVENPORT, 

Betty & Betty. 

Jas. W. Bollinger. 

Chas, Gilchrist. 

Ralph G. Smith. 


DECORAH. 
H. F, Barthell. 


DES MOINES. 
Henry L. Adams. 
Wm. S. Ayres. 
Cc. S. Bradshaw. 
Clark & Cosson. 
M. H. Cohen. 
Cc. B. Hextell. 
Frank H. Dewey. 
John L. Gillespie. 
Halloran & Starkey. 
Clyde Kirk. 
Miller, Kelly, Shuttle- 

worth & Seeburger. 

James G. Mitchell. 
Mulvaney & Mulvaney 
Clinton L. Nourse. 
Oscar Strauss. 
Sullivan & Sullivan. 
S. G. Van Auken, 
Geo, Wambach. 
Everette Brown. 

DUBUQUE. 
J. P. Frantzen. 
S. B. Lattner. 


EMMETSBURG. 
McCarty & McCarty. 


ESTHERVILLE. 
F. J. Kennedy. 


FOREST CITY 
Thompson, Loth & 
Lowe. 


FORT DODGE. 
Robert Healy. 


GREENFIELD. 
Frank B, Wilson, 


GRINNELL. 
Harold F. Beyer. 


W. D. Milligan. 


HAMBURG. 
R. F, Hickman, 


HAWARDEN. 
Cc. E. Gantt. 


HUMBOLDT. 
D. F. Coyle. 
Lorenzo W. Housel, 
Frank Lovrein. 


INDIANOLA, 
Oo. C. Brown. 
IOWA CITY. 
Geo. W. Ball. 
Chas. M, Dutcher. 
Messer, 
Olsen. 
J. M. Otto. 


LAKE PARK, 
W. J. Bock. 


LANSING. 
Wm. Albert. 
Frank L. May. 


LEON. 
Francis Varga. 


LOGAN. 
Roy Havens. 


MANCHESTER, 
Fred B. Blair. 


MARSHALLTOWN. 

F. E. Northrup. 

E. N. Farber. 

Cc. H. Van Law. 
NEVADA. 

Addison & Smedal. 
NEWTON. 

H, C. Schulz. 


NORTHWOOD. 
Carl O. Gunderson, 


OSAGE, 
A. E. Brown. 


OSKALOOSA. 
Burrell & Devitt, 


OTTUMWA. 
Wm. A. Hunt. 
Ernest R. 
J. F. Webber 

REINBECK. 

S. W. De Wolf. 

R OCKWE LL CITY. | 

Frick. 

Rein 
T. E. Diamond, 

SHENANDOAH., 
Earl R. Ferguson, 

SIGOURNEY. 

J. P. Talley. 

SIOUX CITY. 


Griffin, Griffin & 
Griffin 
Kass Bros, 
A. C. McGill. 
Snyder, 
Purdy & 
Waegner, 
Knoepfler. 
SPENCER, 
J. W. Cory, Jr. 
TAMA. 
J. W. 


Pike 


Willett, 


TIPTON. 
J. C. France. 
W. G. W. Geiger. 
Arthur Lund, 
TOLEDO. 
Struble & Stiger. 
Cc. E. Walters, 





GUTHRIE CENTER. 


Mitchell. 


Clearman & 


Herbert W. Brackney. 


Gleysteen, 
Harper. 


& 





WATERLOO. 
Edwards, Longley, 
Ransier & Harris. 


WEBSTER CITY. 
Wesley Martin. 


KANSAS, 


ARKANSAS CITY. 
L. C. Brown. 
Faulconer, Dale & 

Swartz, 


ASHLAND. 
J. B. Hayes. 


ATCHISON. 
Ralph VU. Pfouts. 


ATWOOD. 
E. E. Howard. 


BELOIT. 
R. M. Anderson. 
Frank A, Lutz. 


COFFEYVILLE. 
W. E. Zeigler. 
COLDWATER. 
Jay T, Botts. 


COLUMBUS. 
I. N. Kuhn 
MeNeill & McNeil. 


EL DORADO. 
K, M. Geddes. 


SMPORIA, 
E. N. Evans. 
W. N. Smelser, 
Gooing & Pedroja. 
FORT SCOTT. 
John H. Crain, 


FREDONIA, 
W. H. Edmundson, 
James N. Kennedy. 
Sheedy & Stryker. 


HAYS. 
E. C. Flood. 
Cc. M. Holmquist. 


HIAWATHA. 

W. F. Means. 
HOWARD. 

Clifford Sullivan. 


HOXIF. 
F. A. Sloan. 


HUTCHINSON. 
Beeching. Rhodes & 
Burnett. 
F. Dumont Smith. 
Taylor & Connaughton 


INDEPENDENCE. 
Claud J. Bryant. 


JUNCTION City. 
Humphrey & Hum- 
phrey. 
U. S. Weary. 
Platt & Coleman. 


KANSAS CITY. 
Cc. A. Bowman, 
J. H. Brady. 
Wm. Drennan, 
Roy R. Hubbard. 
J. S. Hynes 
Cc. O. Littick, 
James M. Meek. 
H. S. Roberts. 
Stanley & Stanley. 


LAWRENCE. 
L. H. Menger, 
J. Merlen Shreve. 


LEAVENWORTH, 
Ben F. Endres. 
M. N. McNaughton. 





LIBERAL. 
V. H. Grinstead, 


MANKATO. 
R. C. Postlethwaite. 


MEDICINE LODGE. 
Adrian S. Houck. 


NEWTON. 
Ezra Branine. 


OBERLIN. 
Noble & Noble- 


OSAWATOMIE, 
Ben F. Winchel. 


SALINA. 
W. B. Crowthers. 
B. I. Litowich. 
John H,. Wilson. 


SCOTT CITY. 
Ed, R. Bane. 


SEDAN. 
Carl Ackarman. 


SYRACUSE, 
H. E. Walter. 


TOPEKA. 
Harry W. Colmery. 
Thomas F. Doran. 
J. A, Fleming. 
Blair & Lillard. 
Monroe, Hursh. 
& Monroe. 

W. A. S. Bird. 
Richard J. Hopkins. 
D. R. Hite. 


WELLINGTON. 
W. T. McBride. 


WICHITA. 
John W. Adams. 
Campbell & Campbell, 
Geo, Gardner. 
D. W. Eaton. 
Chester I. Long. 
J. C. Shearman, 
I. H. Stearns. 
Vermilion, Evans, 
Carey & Lilleston 
Wilson & Lampl. 
WINFIELD. 
S. C. Bloss. 
A. M. Jackson. 


Sloan 


KENTUCKY. 


ASHLAND. 

Clyde R. Levi. 

Ss. S. Wills. 
BARDSTOWN. 

Nat W. Halstead. 
BENTON. 

E. L. Cooper. 
BOWLING GREEN. 

M. M. Logan. 


DIXON. 

Bourland & Blackwell. 
FRANKLIN. 

W. R. Peebles. 
GLASGOW. 

W. L. Porter. 
HARLAN. 

Edward L. Morgan. 
HICKMAN. 

Stanley D. Stembridge 
LEXINGTON. 

Richard J. Colbert. 

Wm. C. G. Hobbs. 


Geo. R. Hunt 
LOUISVILLE. 

James F. Brown, 

William B. Eagles. 

Grant Kitzmiller. 

Morton K. Yonts, 
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MADISONVILLE, 
Gordon, Gordon & 
Moore. 


MAYSVILLE. 
Stanley Reed. 


MIDDLESBORO, 
John Howard. 


MORGANFIELD, 
Allen, Harris & Allen. 


MT. VERNON. 
Cc. C. Williams. 
OWENSBORO. 
Dean & Dean. 
Gilbert Holbrook. 
Albert B. Oberst, 


FIKEVILLE. 
Alex. L. Ratliff. 


PINEVILLE 
Cleon K. Calvert. 
E. W. Ingram. 
RUSSELLVILLE. 
Ss. R. Crewdson, 


LOUISIANA. 


ALEXANDRIA. 
J. W. Hawthorne, 


BASTROP. 
Madison & Madison. 


BATON ROUGE, 
R. L, Tullis. 


COVINGTON. 
B, M. Miller. 


CROWLEY. 
Philip S. Pugh. 
DONALDSONVILLE. 
W. Lemann. 


FRANKLIN. 
Paul Kramer. 


LAFAYETTE. 
J. Gilbert St. Julien. 


LEESVILLE. 
Cc. E. Hardin. 


MINDEN. 
L, K. Watkins, 
MORGAN CITY. 
Chas. L, Wise. 


NEW ORLEANS, 
i M. Ansley. 
Chas, F. Buck, Jr. 
Carroll & Carroll. 
Dart & Kernan. 
Prentice Edrington, Jr. 
Farrar, Goldburg & 
Dufour, 
Milling, Godchaux. 
Saal & Milling. 
Lewis R. Graham. 
BE. H. McCaleb. 
Chas. J. Rivet. 
McCloskey & Benedict. 
Richard B. Montgom- 
ery. 
Wm. R. Kinsella. 
Lazarus, Michie & La- 
zarus, 
J. M. Quintero. 
G. B. Smart. 
R, A, Tichenor. 
PLAQUEMINE 
Joseph Nicolosi. 
RUSTON. 
Barksdale & Barks- 
dale. 
SHREVEPORT. 
Thatcher & Webb. 
WINNSBORO. 
E. B. Moore. 





MAINE. 

CALAIS. 

Ashley St. Clair. 
CORNISH. 

Walter P. Perkins, 
FOXCROFT. 

Cc. W. Hayes. 
GORHAM. 

J. A. Waterman. 
MADISON. 

Cc. O. Small. 


PORTLAND. 

John T. Fagan. 

Harry E. Nixon. 
ROCKLAND. 

E. W. Pike. 
WATERVILLE. 

Chas. W. Atchley. 
WESTBROOK, 

Wm. Lyons, 


MARYLAND 


BALTIMORI 
Frank, Emory & 
Beuwkes. 
Chas. F. Harley. 
John Hinkley. 
Chas. M. Howard, 
W. L. Marbury. 
BEL AIR, 
Philip H. Close. 
CAMBRIDGE. 
J. W. S. Cochrane. 
DENTON. 
T. A. Goldsborough. 
HAGERSTOWN. 
Chas. W. Baker. 
Elias B. Hartle. 


J. Augustine Mason. 
Leon R, Yourtee. 


SALISBURY. 
F, Leonard Wailes. 
WESTERNPORT. 
Horace P. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
ADAMS. 

Edwin K, 
BOSTON. 

Theodore Eaton, 

Frank W. Grinnell. 

Daniel M. Lyons. 

John W. McAnarney. 

Adolph M. Schwarz. 
CAMBRIDGE. 

Prof. Roscoe Pound. 
CHICOPEE. 

Thomas A. 
DANVERS. 

William B. Sullivan. 
FITCHBURG. 

Baker & Baker. 
HUDSON. 

Chas. P. Tucker. 
LAWRENCE. 

Wm, C. & E, J. Ford 
LENOX, 

Cc. J. Broderick, 
NEWBURYPORT. 

S. Herlihy. 

SPRINGFIELD. 

James B. Carroll. 
WORCHESTER, 

Wm, C, Mellish, 


McPeck. 


Whitworth. 


McDonnell. 





MICHIGAN, 


ADRIAN. 

Charles T. Robertson. 
ALPENA 

I. S. Canfield. 


ANN ARBOR, 
M, J. Cavanaugh. 


BATTLE CREEK. 
J. L. Hooper. 
Burritt Hamilton, 


BAY CITY. 
A. M,. King. 


CALUMET, 
Galbreath & McCor- 
mick. 
CROSWELL. 
George Flott, 
DETROIT. 
Black & Black. 
Chas. F. Carney. 
Cc. J, Cole. 
Sidney S. Cole, 
R. M. Connor. 
Crandell & Tinkham. 
John G. Cross. 
Carl B. Grawn. 
Wm. L. January. 
Keena, Lightner, Ox- 
toby & Hanley. 
Wm, O’Neill Kronner, 
Fred A, Lehman. 
Harold R. Martin. 
Sidney T. Miller. 
Ira F. Morgan. 
Wm, S. Sayres, Jr. 
Newman Smith, 
Royal F. Sweet. 
Henry C. Walters. 
Whyte & Beyer. 
Ford M. Yokom. 
FLINT. 
Brownell, McBride & 
Gault. 
Leo M. Church. 
Van Benschoten & 
Millard, 
Carton, Roberts & 
Stewart. 
GRAND HAVEN. 
Louis S. Osterhous. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 
Colin P. Campbell. 
B. M. Corwin. 
Edgar H. Johnson, 
Charles H, Lillie. 
IRON MOUNTAIN. 
Dan J. O’Hara. 
IRONWOOD. 
Jones & Patek. 
ITHACA. 
John W. 
LANSING. 
Dean W. Kelley. 
MENOMINEE 
John O'Hara. 
MUNISING. 
Richard E. 
PAW PAW. 
Thos. J. Cavanaugh. 
SAGINAW. 
R. L. Crane. 
Alfred P. Pierson. 
ST. JOHN’S. 
Wm. M. Smith. 


Myers. 


O’Brien. 


MINNESOTA. 


ALBERT LEA, 

H, H. Dunn. 
ARGYLE. 

E. A. Brekke. 
AUSTIN, 

Martin A, Nelson, 





BLUE EARTH, 
D, L. Morse. 
CAMBRIDGE. 
Godfrey G. Goodwin. 


CHISHOLM, 
Alger R, Syme. 


CROOKSTON, 
W. E. Rowe. 


DULUTH. 
Thomas A. Gall. 
Arthur R, Smythe, 
John G. Williams. 
Washburn, Bailey & 
Mitchell. 
FA eget 
C, F. Gaarenstrom, 
vane FALLS. 
Leonard Eriksson. 
LE SUEUR. 
Thos, Hessian, 
LITTLE FALLS. 
A. H, Vernon. 
MANKATO. 
F, E. Morse. 
J. W. Schmitt. 
MINNEAPOLIS. 
Henry W. Ballantine. 
W. G. Bissell. 
Rome G, Brown. 
H. A. Burgeson, 
Davis & Michel. 
Trafford N, Jayne. 
F. B. Dodge. 
James C. Fifield. 
Fowler. Schmitt, 
Carlson & Furber, 
Frank Healy. 
Jamison, Stinchfield & 
Mackall, 
Edward Nelson. 
E, A. Prendergast. 
Paul J, Thompson, 
M. E. Culhane, 
Walter H. Hennessey. 
Lundeen & Lundeen, 
Jay W. Smith. 
John F, Bernhagen. 
Harry K. Bikson. 
John F, Byers. 
Ernest E. Watson. 
OWATONNA. 
Nelson & Nelson. 
PIPESTONE. 
M, J. Meeker. 
ROCHESTER. 
Burt W. Eaton. 
REDWOOD FALLS. 
A. C. Dolliff. 
ST. PAUL. 
Alf. E. Boyeson. 
John C. De Courcy. 
Donald S. Doty. 
an P. Firestone. 


Edward P. 

Chas. E. Bowen. 

Ferdinand Barta. 

Peder M. Hage. 

Stephen C. Harboldt. 
Valdemar Hansen. 

A. J. Hertz. 

Jos. J. Joyce. 

Rudolph H. Perlt. 

Cc. A. Severance. 

Geo. L. Siegel. 

Oliver G. Wondra. 

E. S. Thompson. 

Essie W. Williams. 
WARREN. 

Julius J. Olson. 
WASECA. 

Moonan & Moonan. 

Chas. Spillane. 
WILLMAR. 

Chas. A. Oberg. 
WINONA. 

Brown, Somsen & 

Sawyer. 














MISSISSIPPI. 


ABERDEEN. 
W. H. Clifton. 
G. J. Leftwich. 


BROOKHAVEN. 
T. Brady, Jr. 
P. Z. Jones. 


CORINTH. 
W. C. Sweat. 
GREENVILLE. 
R. B, Campbell. 


GULFPORT. 
R. C, Cowan, 
W. M. Denny. 
John L. Heiss. 


GREENWOOD. 
R. C. McBee. 
Sam I, Osborn. 

HATTIESBURG. 
T. C. Hannah. 

HAZELHURST. 
W. S. Henley. 
H. T. Millsaps. 

JACKSON. 

E. L. Trenholm, 
R. H. Thompson. 

KOSCUISKO. 

J. D. Guyton. 

LAUREL. 

W. S. Welch, 
J. C. Smith. 

“LEXINGTON, 

G. H. McMorrough. 
E. F. Noel. 

MACON. 

L. L. Martin. 

MERIDIAN. 

R. M. Bourdeaux. 
c. C, Johnson. 

MONTICELLO. 
Cc. E. Gibson. 

OKOLONA. 

A. T. Stovall. 
R. J. West. 
POPLARVILLE. 
Marion Morse, 


SHAW. 

J. C. Walker. 
SHELBY. 

Thos. G. Jordan. 
SUMNER. 

R. L. Cannon. 
TUPELO. 

John R. Anderson. 

Robins & Thomas, 
VICKSBURG. 

T. G. Birchett. 

R, L. Dent. 

N. Vick Robbins. 
WIGGINS. 

W. C. Batson. 
WOODVILLE. 

D. C. Bramlette, Jr. 


YAZOO CITY 


Wise & Bridgeforth. 


MISSOURI. 


BOLIVAR. 
Cc. H. Skinker. 
BOWLING GREEN. 
J Haley. 


CARROLLTON. 


J. H. & W. E. Bailey. 


CARUTHERSVILLE. 

Louis H. Schult. 
CHILLICOTHE. 

L. A, Chapman. 
COLLINS. 

W. H. Plaster. 
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CRANE, 
J. William Cook. 


FESTUS, 
Albert S. Ennis. 
P. S. Terry. 


FLAT RIVER. 
T. A. Matthews. 


GENTRY. 
W. F. Seevers. 


HARRISONVILLE. 
D. Summers. 


HARTVILLE. 

Wm. L. Vandeventer. 
INDEPENDENCE. 

John H. Hardin. 
JOPLIN, 

J. C. Ammerman, 

Paul E. Bradley. 

Claude B. Kenney. 

A. H. Garner. 

Grover C. James. 
KANSAS CITY. 

Henry D. Ashley. 

Edwin Camack. 

Thos, P. Fenlon, 

A. J. Granoff. 

Sam O. Hargus.. 

J. L. Jewell. 

Eliiott H. Jones, 

Thad. B. Landon. 

Philip L. Levi, 

Piatt & Marks. 

Grant I. Rosenzweig. 

Warner, Dean, Mc- 

Leod & Langworthy 

Harry W. Durrall. 

Toby Fishman. 

S. R. Layton. 

F. Richard Weber. 

Morrison, Nugent & 

Wylder. 

H. T. Reilly, Jr. 
KIRKSVILLE. 

S. W. Mills. 
LEBANON. 

Phil M, Donnelly. 


MACON. 

Nat M. Lacy. 
MARYVILLE. 

Richard L. McDougal. 


MOBERLY. 

Hunter & Chamier. 
NEOSHO. 

L. D. Rice. 


PARMA. 
R. F. Baynes. 
PLATTE CITY. 
Jas. H, Hull. 


POPLAR BLUFF. 
Abington & Abington. 
Garry T. Yount. 


ST. JOSEPH, 
Eastin & McNeely. 
Geo. W. Groves. 


ST. LOUIS. 

Abbot, Fauntleroy, 
Cullen & Edwards. 

Shepard Barclay. 
Cc. P. Berry. 
Arnim C. Beste. 
P. Taylor Bryan, 
Boyle & Priest. 
Cobbs & Logan. 
Edward D’Arcy. 
James D. Dockery. 
Wm. P. Doherty. 
Chas. J, Dolan. 
W. H. Douglass. 
A. G. Eberle. 
F. H. Eschmann. 
W. F. Evans. 
Forrest G. Ferris. 
J. C. Fisher. 
J. F. Furlong. 
Gatewood & Lee. 





Richard L, Goode. 
Bernard Greensfelder. 
Claud D. Hall. 
Virgil Harris. 
Chas, M. Hay. 
David W. Hill. 
Richard A. Jones. 
Jones, Hocker, Sulli- 
van & Angert. 
Judson, Green & 
Henry. 
Joseph Kane. 
Benj. J. Klene. 
Louis Lacroix. 
J. F. Lee. 
F. W. Lehmann. 
P,. P. Mason. 
John J. Nangle. 
Walter H, Nohl. 
Claude Nowlin. 
John J. O’Brien. 
G. A. Pauly. 
Claude O. Pearcy. 
Earl M. Pirkey. 
Oliver T. Remmers. 
Roessel & Minton. 
Harry S. Rooks. 
William R. Schneider. 
Luther E. Smith. 
Wm. F. Swanston. 
Spencer Thomas, 
Geo. F. Torrey 
John C. Vaughn. 
Percy Werner. 
Edw. J. White. 
H. C. Whitehill. 
James BE, Withrow. 
Tyrrell Williams, 
Pleasant V. Wilson. 


SAVANNAH. 
Booher & Williams. 


SENATH. 
W. G. Bray. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
Arch A. Johnson. 
Hamlin & Hamlin. 
Mann & Mann. 
TARKIO, 
John A. Gerlash. 
TRENTON. 
Platt Hubbell. 


MONTANA, 


ANACONDA, 

D. H. Morgan. 
BILLINGS. 

Grimstad & Brown. 

J. W. Sn2llbacher. 
BUTTE. 

John K, Claxton. 

J. E. Healy. 

H, A. Tyvand, 

Wheeler & Baldwin. 
COLUMBUS. 

Benjamin E. Berg. 
DILLON. 

John Collins. 

Thos. E. Gilbert. 
FORSYTH. 

Geo. A, Horkan., 
GREAT FALLS. 

G. S. Frary. 

George E. Hurd. 

George A. Judson. 

McKenzie & McKenzie 
HAMILTON. 

R. A. O’Hara, 
HAVRE. 

H. S. Kline. 
HELENA. 

Wm. Scallon. 
JUDITH GAP. 

G. S, Bills. 
KALISPELL. 

Hans Walchi. 





LEWISTON. 
Edgar G. Worden. 
BD, K. Cheadle. 


MILES CITY. 
Geo. W. Farr. 
Cc, H. Loud. 
8. D. McKinnon, 
Sharpless Walker. 
PHILIPSBURG. 
Wingfield L. Brown, 


PLENTYWOOD, 
L. J. Onstad. 


POPLAR, 
G. E. Ericson, 


RED LODGE. 
Emily E. Sloan. 
ROUNDUP. 
Thos. J, Mathews. 


THREE FORKS. 
E. W. Wullenwaber. 


NEBRASKA, 


ALLIANCE, 
Harry E. Gantz. 
AURORA, 
M. F. Stanley 
BLAIR, 
O’Hanlon, Maher & 
O'Hanlon. 
BRIDGEPORT. 
R. O. Canaday. 
BROKEN BOW. 
N. T. Gadd. 
Sullivan, Squires & 
Johnson. 
COLUMBUS, 
Louis Lightner. 
DAVID CITY. 
E. A. Coufal. 
DAKOTA, 
George W. Leamer. 
FALLS CITY. 
R. C. James, 
FREMONT. 
Geo. L. Loomis. 
Abbott, Rohn & Rob- 
ins. 
GENEVA, 
W. R. Fulton. 
GERING. 
Curtis O. Lyda, 
GRAND ISLAND. 
Arthur C. Mayer. 
HARTINGTON. 
B, Ready, 
HASTINGS. 
W. A. Dilworth. 
L. C. Paulson, 
IMPERIAL. 
Edmund D. Shipley. 
KEARNEY. 
Ed. P. McDermott. 
H. M. Sinclair. 
KIMBALL. 
Wm. J. Ballard, 
Roland V. Rodman. 
O. A. Torgerson, 
LINCOLN. 
Harry R. Ankeny. 
Archer M. Bunting. 
E. J. Hainer. 
Robert R. Hahn. 
R. S, Mockett, 
Chas. S. Roe, 
Richard F. Stout. 
McCOOK. 
Scott & Scott. 
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MINDEN. 
Chas, A. Chappell, 
NEWMAN GROVE. 
H. Haleerson. 


NORFOLK. 


R. J. Shurtleff. 
OMAHA. 

Baker & Ready. 

Byron Clark. 


Crofoot, Fraser & 
Connolly 

De La Matre & De La 
Matre. 

H. Fisher. 


James E. Rait, 

Weaver & Giller. 

Isidor Ziegler. 

John M. McFarland. 

Guy R. C. Read. 

J. J, Friedman. 

Stanley M. Rosewater. 

Stout, Rose, Wells & 

Martin. 

Geo. B. Thummell. 

Frank H. Woodland. 
PIERCE. 

M. H. Leamy. 
RISING CITY. 

Elwood S. Jones. 
SCHUYLER. 

W. I. Allen. 

Geo. W. Wertz. 
STANTON. 

xyeo. A. Eberly. 
WEST POINT 

Otto H. Zecek. 
YORK. 

Geo. M. Spurlock. 


NEVADA. 


RENO. 
Geo. S. Brown. 
Hermon R. Cooke. 
James D. Finch. 
ELKO. 
H. U. Castle. 
LAS VEGAS, 
Leo. A. McNamee. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


CONCORD. 
Foster & Lake. 


DOVER. 
Raymond G. Brown, 
LACONIA, 
Stephen S. Jewett. 
Stanton Owen, 
LANCASTER. 
Drew, Shurtleff & 
Morris. 
LINCOLN. 
Geo. Q. Gallaway. 
MANCHESTER. 
Warren, Howe & Wil- 
son, 
ROCHESTER. 
Leslie P. Snow. 


NEW JERSEY. 


ATLANTIC CITY. 

U. G, Styron. 
BRIDGETON. 

Le Roy W. Loder. 
HOBOKEN. 

Stuhr & Vogt. 


IRVINGTON 
John T. Fitzgerald. 





JERSEY CITY. 
Collins & Corbin. 
Hartshorne, Insley & 

Vreeland. 

MORRISTOWN. 

Cc. F. Wilson, 

PASSAIC. 

Nicholas O. Berry. 

RED BANK. 

Reilly, Quinn & Par- 
sons. 

ROCKAWAY. 

James H. Bolitho. 

WEEHAWKEN. 

G. Earl Brugler, 


NEW MEXICO. 


ABILENE. 

Lee R. York. 
SS 

Oo. N. Marron. 

John Venable. 

Vellacott & Fowler. 
CARLSBAD. 

S. D. Stennis, Jr. 
CLOVIS. 

Harry L, Patton. 
GALLUP. 

Edmund R, French, 
RATON. 

H. L. Bickley. 

J. Leahy. 
ROSWELL, 

Hiram M. Dow, 

on & Hervey. 
SANTA FE. 
Colin Neblett. 
TUCUMCARI. 

James L, Briscoe, 


NEW YORK. 


BINGHAMTON. 

Robert O. Brink. 
BUFFALO. 

August Becker. 

M. F. Dirnberger. 

Adelbert Moot, 
CANAJOHARIE. 

W. C. Arkrell. 
JAMESTOWN. 

Mott & Ottoway. 
NEW YORK. 

Alfonso Bivona. 

Cc. A, Frueauff. 

Michael J. Hickey. 

Hugo Hirsh. 

F. A. W. Ireland. 

Noel Sargent. 

Geo. Urquhart. 

Everett P. Wheeler. 

TI. Maurice Wormser. 

Krank V, Whiting. 
OLEAN. 

W. Mandeville Troy. 


SYOSSET, 

E. L. Winthrop, Jr. 
SYRACUSE. 

D. A. Pierce. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


ASHEVILLE. 

Louis M. Bourne. 

Mark W. Brown. 

Martin, Rollins & 
Wright. 

McKinley. Pritchard, 

Marcus Erwin. 

Harkins & Van Win- 
kle. 

Clinton N. Hughes. 

Guy Weaver. 





CANTON. 
J. Bat Smathers. 


CHARLOTTE. 
Marvin L, Ritch. 
F, M. Shannonhouse. 

DURHAM. 

Wm, G. Bramham. 
rawley & Gantt. 
R. O. Everett. 

ELK PARK. 

Vv. B. Bowers. 

GREENSBORO. 

R. R. King, Jr. 

GREENVILLE. 
Henry Skinner. 

HIDDENITE. 

V. G. Beckham. 

HIGH POINT. 
Peacock & Dalton. 

KINSTON. 

Powers & Elliott. 
Fred I, Sutton, 

— 
W. R. Chambers. 

nacumiunaa. 
Albert L. Starr. 

NEWBERN. 

W. H. Lee. 

A. D, Ward. 
RALEIGH. 

Murray Allen. 

A. B. Andrews. 

Pou, Bailey & Pou. 

Armistead, Jones & 


Son. 

Lawrence E. Nichols. 
ROXBORO. 

N. Lunsford. 
ROWLAND. 

W. E. Lynch. 
SWAN QUARTER. 

Cc. B. Spencer. 
WAKE FOREST. 

E. W. Timberlake, Jr. 
WALLACE, 

Geo. R. Ward. 
WASHINGTON. 

John H, Small. 
WILSON. 

Connor, Hill & Little. 
WILMINGTON. 

P. C. Smith, 
WINSTON-SALEM. 

Burton Craige. 

Hastings & Whicher. 

H. G. Hudson. 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


BEACH. 

R, F. Gallagher. 
BISMARCK. 

Svenbjorn Johnson. 
CARSON. 

A. T. Nelson. 
DEVIL’S LAKE, 

F. T. Cuthbert. 

Amasa E. Wheeler. 
ENDERLIN. 

Chas. G. Bangert. 
FESSENDEN. 

B, F. Whipple. 
FARGO. 

Frank I. Temple. 

Lawrence & Murphy. 

Augustus Roberts, 
FINLEY. 

Wm. Barclay. 
GRAND FORKS. 

Geo. A. Bangs. 

T. R. Bangs, 

O’Connor & Peterson. 





HATTON. 

Chas. A, Lyche, 
JAMESTOWN. 

Oscar J, Seiler. 
LANGDON. 

G. Grimson, 
LISBON, 

Hugo P. 
MOTT. 

Jacobsen & Murray. 
PORTAL. 

C. H, Marshall, 
RHAME. 

J. W. Lee. 
RUGBY. 

Campbell & Casey. 
TURTLE LAKE. 

C. L. Foster, 


Remington. 


OHIO. 


AKRON, 
Edwin W. 
W. E. Young. 

W. B. McIntosh. 

ALLIANCE. 

E. W. Diehl, 
Wm. L. Hart. 

ASHTABULA, 

Sheldon & Rinto. 

BELLEFONTAINE. 

W. Clay Huston, 

CINCINNATI. 
Bettinger, Schmitt & 

Kreis. 
Henry Baer, 
Johnson & Levy. 
Mallon & Verdcubers, 
Jas, B. Swing. 

CLEVELAND. 

A. E, Bardwell. 

Boyd, Cannon, Brooks 
& Wickham, 

Morgenstern & Mor- 
genstern, 

Wm. Howell. 

J, H. Orgill. 

Payer, Winch, 
shall & Karch, 

H. G. Schaibly. 

COLUMBUS. 
James A. Allen, 
H. L. Conn. 

W. H. Miller. 
James N. Linton. 
Morton, Irvine & 
- egg 
aylor, Williams, 

& Harvey. 7 

CONNEAUT. 

R. E. Mygatt. 

DAYTON, 

Frank S. Breene. 
W. S. McConnaughey. 


Brouse, 


Min- 


“DELAWARE, 


J. R. Selover. 
EAST PALEST 

L. M. ax — 
ELYRIA. 

D. J. Nye, 
FINDLAY. 

Merle N. Poe. 
HAMILTON, 

Edgar A. Belden, 
IRONTON. 

A, R. Johnson. 
LIMA. 

D. J. Cable. 

Jas. W. Halfhill. 

T. R. Hamilton, 
LISBON. 

Billingsley & Moore. 
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MARIETTA. 
Cc. C. Middelswart. 


McCONNELSVILLE. 
Chas. H. Fouts. 


MIDDLETON. 

Ben F. Harwitz. 

Palmer & Elliott. 
MOUNT VERNON. 

L. Tate Cromley. 

R. C. Ringwalt. 
NEW LEXINGTON, 

John F. Pyle. 
OTTAWA, 

Bailey & Leasure. 
POMEROY. 

L. Crary Davis. 
RAVENNA. 

W. J. Beckley. 
RITTMAN, 

K. E. Hoover. 
ST. CLAIRSVILLE, 
Earl R. Lewis. 

SANDUSKY. 
E. B. King. 
SIDNEY, 
Chas. C, Hall. 
Chas. C. Marshall. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
A. C. Link. 
c. S. Olinger. 
W. M. Rockel, 
TOLEDO. 
Geo, P. Hahn. 
Holbrook & Banker. 
Frank C. Lewis. 
Elmer E. Davis. 
Tracy, Chapman & 
Welle 


Ss. 
Herbert P, Whitney. 


WARREN. 

Fillius & Fillius. 
WASHINGTON C. H. 
Thos. S. Maddox, 

WAUSEON. 
Paxson & Canfield. 
WELLSVILLE. 
W. F. Lones. 
James E. O’Grady. 
WILBERFORCE. 
Geo. C. Dennis. 
YOUNGSTOWN. 
Carl Armstrong. 
Chas. J. Jackson. 
John Ruffalo. 
Chas, F. Ohl. 


OKLAHOMA. 


ADA, 
A. E. Chaney. 
B. H. Epperson, 


AFTON. 

Cc. P. Fillebrown, 
ANADARKO. 

Cc. H. Carswell, 
ARDMORE. 

F. M, Adams. 

Geo. A, Ahern. 

H. A. Ledbetter. 

Andrew B. Riddle. 
BARTLESVILLE. 

R. H .Hudson. 

Hayes McCoy. 
BRISTOW. 

W. L. Cheatham. 
CHICKASHA, 

Frank M. Bailey. 

Cc. A. Dearmon, 
CUSHING. 

Higgins & Berton, 





DUNCAN, 
H. Grady Ross. 
DURANT. 


Hatecnett & Ferguson. 


W. E. Utterback. 
ELK CITY, 

J. M. Bishop. 
EL RENO. 

M. B. Cope. 

J. N. Roberson, 
IDABEL. 

Gilbert W. Daney. 
KINGFISHER. 

Db. «. Cunningham, 
LAWTON. 

Frederick A. Baird. 

H, A, Smith. 
McALESTER., 

A. C. Markley. 
MIAMI. 

Omer R, Young. 
MUSKOGEE, 

‘Lhos, Fk’. Crosby. 

J. B. Furry. 

Chas. A. Moon. 

Geo. 8S. Ramsey. 

Malcolm E. Kosser. 
NORMAN, 

J. LD. Grigsby. 

Sylvester Grim, 

John E. Luttrell. 
OKLAHOMA CITY. 

Henry E. Asp. 

E. E, Blake. 

J. D. Chastain. 

Cc. C. Christison, 

J. Q. A, Harrod. 

Edward Hirsh. 

W. A, Ledbetter. 

Wallace C. Lee, 

A 5S. Ross. 

Cc. R. Reeves. 

dbelpy & Cauiihan, 


Stuart, Cruce & Cruce. 


Suits & Hall. 
H. A. Wilkinson. 
Mrs. Kathryn Van 
Luevern. 
OKMULGEE., 
Chas, A. Dickson, 
PAWHUSKA. 


Leahy & Macdonald. 


SAPULPA. 

frank Hickman, 
STIGLER. 

Kk. D. Holley. 
TULSA, 

Mason & Honnold. 

Ed. Crossland. 

R. M. Dick. 

L. W. Mason. 

Jas. R. McCabe. 
WAGONER. 

Cc. E. Castle. 
WAURIKA, 

Green & Pruet. 
WILSON. 

Arleigh Davis, 


WOODWARD. 
Sherman M. Smith. 


OREGON, 


ALBANY, 

Gale S. Hill. 

J. R. Wyatt. 
ASTORIA, 

James L. Hope. 
BEND. 

R. S. Hamilton. 
BURNS. 

J. W. Biggs: 





CANYON CITY. 
Geo. H. Cattanach, 
Errett Hicks. 


CONDON. 
T. A. Weinke. 


ELGIN, 
L. L. Denham. 
ENTERPRISE, 
Laniél Boyd. 
A. 38. Cooley. 
EUGENE, 
EK, O. Potter. 
GLENDALE. 
Viiver 8, Brown. 
INDEPENDENCE. 
bb, KH, #letcher, 
LA GRANDE. 
H. E. Dixon. 
k. J. Green. 
KLAMATH FALLS. 
Wm, Ganong. 
MARSHFIELD. 
E, Lothard McClure. 
MEDFORD. 
Lintoln McCormack, 
G, M. Roberts. 
ONTARIO. 
R. W. Swagler. 
OREGON CITY. 
Cc. D. & D. C. Latou- 
rette. 
PENDLETON, 
Raiey & Raley. 
PORTLAND. 
W. C. Bristol. 
Thos. G. Greene. 
D. C. Lewis. 
Latourette & Latou- 
rette. 
Malarkey, Seabrook & 
Dibble. 
Sanderson Reed. 
Isham N. Smith, 
Fred H. Spicer. 
J. O. Stearns, 
PRINEVILLE, 
N. G. Wallace. | 
ROSEBURG. 
B. L. Eddy. 
VALE. 
Geo. E, Davis. 
Robert D, Lytle. 
WASCO. 
Francis T. Wade. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


ALTOONA, 

W. E. Mackey. 

Robt. A. Henderson. 
BROCKWAYVILLE. 

L. L. Finch. 
BUTLER. 

Thomas O. Cratty. 
CHARLEROI. 

Hugh E. Fergus, 
DOWNINGTON. 

Robt. L. Templin. 
DU BOIS. 

L. D. McCall. 
FARRELL. 

Thos. H. Armstrong. 
FRANKLIN. 

Geo. S. Criswell, Jr. 
HERSHEY. 

John E. Snyder, 
LEWISBURG. 

H, M. McClure. 
LEWISTOWN. 

Harry L. Siegel. 





NEWCASTLE. 

J. Norman Martin. 
OIL CITY. 

H. C. Dorworth, 
PHILADELPHIA. 

Robert J. Boltz. 

George Wentworth 

Carr, 

Dimner Beeber. 

W. A. Melcher, ee 

Walter George Smith, 

L. N. Sharpe. 
PITTSBURG. 

W. J. Brennen. 

W. Clyde Grubbs. 
SCRANTON. 

W. J. Fitzgerald, 
SUNBURY. 

Cc. M. Clement. 
UNIONTOWN. 

Harry W. Byrne. 

Carr & Carr. 
WASHINGTON. 

Jas, I. Brownson, Jr 
WILKES-BARRE. 

Miss Sophia O’Hara., 
WILLIAMSPORT. 

Mortimer C. Rhone, 
YORK, 

W. F. Bay Stewart. 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS, 


MANILA. 
W. A. Kincaid. 
Jos. N. Wolfson, 


PORTO RICO. 


SAN JUAN. 
Henry G. Molina. 
Luis Munoz Morales. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. 
Cooney & Cooney. 
Wm, A, Gunning. 
Thomas Z. Lee. 
Fred Rueckert. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


ANDERSON, 
A. H. Dagnall, 
H. C. Miller. 
BLACKVILLE. 
A. H. Ninestein. 
CHARLESTON. 
Wm, Austin, 
John I. Cosgrove. 
Wm, H. Grimball. 
J. D, E. Meyer. 
Mitchell & Horlbeck. 
Louis M. Shimel, 
Wm, P. Tillinghast. 
CHESTER. 
M. L. Marion. 
COLUMBIA. 
Barron, Frierson, 
McCants & Elliott. 
De Pass & De Pass. 
H. N, Edmunds. 
Charles B. Elliott. 
Jas. H, Fowles. 
Clinton T. Graydon. 
Jos. L. Nettles. 
Frank G. Tompkins. 
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CONWAY. 
J. O. Norton. 
DARLINGTON, 
7. C. Cork. 
FLORENCE. 
Arrowsmith, Muldrow, 
Bridges & Hicks. 
G. O. Cox, 
GAFFNEY. 
R. A, Dobson, 
GREENVILLE. 
Haynsworth & Hayns- 
worth, 
B. F. Martin. 


MARION. 

L, D. Lide. 
NEWBERRY. 

Geo, B. Cromer. 
PICKENS. 

McSwain & Craig. 
RIDGELAND. 

H. Klugh Purdy. 
SALUDA. 

Cc, J, Ramage. 
ST. GEORGE. 

St. Clair Muckenfuss. 
SPARTANBURG. 

Cornelius Otts. 

Brown & Boyd, 

Cc. E. Daniel. 
SUMTER. 

Shepard K. Nash. 
WALTERBORO. 

D, B. Peurifoy. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


ABERDEEN. 

Thos. L. Arnold. 

Alan Williamson. 

W. F. Corrigan. 
BELLE FOURCHE, 

L. M. Simons. 

Cc. P. Seward, 
CHAMBERLAIN. 

E. R. Slifer, 
DEADWOOD. 

John R. Russell. 
DELL RAPIDS. 

Krause & Krause, 
GETTYSBURG. 

Robert B. Fisk. 
HURON. 

A. K, Gardner. 

Chas, P. Warren, 
LEAD. 

Chambers Kellar. 

John Walsh. 
MADISON. 

Ira F. Blewett. 
MITCHELL, 

Herbert E. Hitchcock. 
PARKER. 

Cc. L, Jones 
PHILIP. 

Philip & Waggoner. 
PLANKINTON. 

Donald Fellows. 


RAPID CITY. 
Frank D Bangs. 
Chas, A, Nystrom. 


REDFIELD. 
Ss. W. Clark. 


SIOUX FALLS. 
Martin Bergh. 
U. S. G. Cherry. 
John C. Mundt. 
Teigen & Davis. 
R. W. Parliman. 








WATERTOWN. 

Loucks, Hasche & 

Foley. 

James G. McFarland. 

Mark W. Sheafe, Jr. 

Mather & Stover. 
WEBSTER. 

P. W. Dougherty. 
WINNER. 

Claude Maule. 
YANKTON. 

Henry Kunkle. 


TENNESSEE. 


CHATTANOOGA. 
Fleming & Shepherd. 
Floyd Estill. 
Miller & Miller. 
Charles A. Noone. 
Sizer, Chambliss & 

Chambliss. 
Jos. V. Williams. 
Williams & Frierson. 

COLUMBIA, 

Thos. H. Peebles. 
Hughes, Hatcher & 
Hughes. 

CURVE. 

Frank Greaves. 

FAYETTEVILLE. 
Rout & Myers. 

GALLATIN. 

D. B. Bell. 

HARRIMAN. 

Sam A, Breazale. 

HENDERSON. 

J. I. Galbraith. 

JEFFERSON CITY. 
J. Carl Lambdin. 

JELLICO. 

H. K. Tramell. 

JOHNSON CITY. 
H. G. Morison, 

KNOXVILLE. 

Lewis M. G. Baker. 
Thos, L. Carty. 
Chas. T. Cates, Jr. 
R. S. Cowan. 
John W. Green. 
Lindsley, Young & 
Young. 
Harley G. Fowler. 
Ben R. Winick. 
Robt. M, Jones. 
W. T. Kennerly. 
R. L. Pope. 


Smith, Word & An- 
derson. 
Wright, Wright & 
Saxton, 
LAFOLLETTE, 


H. G. Murray. 
LAWRENCEBURG. 

Noble L. Freeman. 
LIVINGSTON. 

Cc. J. Cullom, 
MARTIN. 

M. H. Biggs, 
MEMPHIS, 

B. F. Booth. 

Abe Cohen. 

Chas. N. Fox. 

S. A. Gadsey, 

G. T. Fitzhugh 

J. B, Holmes. 

L. J. Monteverde. 

Philip A. Rush, 

Allen Hughes, 

Geo. Randolph, 

Milton B. Rose. 

Wright, Miles, Waring 

& Walker, 

MILAN. 

J. P. Rhodes. 





NASHVILLE. 
Arthur Crownover. 
R. B. C. Howell, 
Jos. C. Higgins. 
Thomas H. Malone. 
Eugene McSweeney. 
W. E, Norvell. 
John J. Vertress. 
NEWBERN. 
John M. Drane. 
PARIS. 
Richard H. Rhodes. 


TEXAS. 


AMARILLO. 

Stone & Guleke. 
ANGLETON, 

A, E. Masterson. 
AUSTIN. 

T. H. McGregor. 

Garrett, Brownlee & 

Goldsmith. 

G. B. Smedley. 

N. A. Stedman, 
BEAUMONT. 

A. Ludlow Calhoun. 

John M. Conley. 

Y, D. Carroll. 

Jas. A. Harrison. 

David E. O’Fiel. 

C. E. Pool. 

Tom C. Stephenson. 
BEEVILLE. 

Jas, R. Dougherty. 
BRECKENRIDGE. 

J. Webster Darden. 
BROWNFIELD. 

O. W. Gillespie. 
BROWNSVILLE. 

Ira Webster. 
BUFFALO. 

John A. Newsom, 
CAMERON. 

W. G. Gillis, 
CARRIZO SPRINGS, 

A. P, Johnson. 
CISCO, 

B. W. Patterson. 
CLEBURNE. 

Walker & Baker, 
COLEMAN. 

Snodgrass & Dibrell. 
COMANCHE. 

Y. W. Holmes. 
CORPUS CHRISTI. 


John S. McCampbell. 
Robert W. Stayton, 
DALHART. 


A, W. Schlofman. 
Tatum & Strong. 


DALLAS. 
W. S. Bramlett. 
Clark & Clark, 
E. A. Coker. 
R. V. Davidson, 
Geo. Clifton Edwards. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
J. W. Gormley. 
W. H. Graham, 
Gresham & Willis. 
W. T. Henderson. 
Victor H. Hexter. 
Harry P. Lawther. 
M, L, Littleton. 
M. M. Parks. 
Seay, Seay, Malone & 

Lipscomb. 

U. F. Short. 

Wendel Spence. 
Templeton, Beall, Wil- 
liams & Callaway. 
Thompson, Knight, 
Baker & Harris. 
M. W. Townsend, 
G. Q. Youngblood. 





DENTON. 
J. W. Sullivan, 


EL PASO. 
John L. Dyer. 
J. M. Goggin. 
S. J. Isaacks. 
Nealon, Huaspeth & 
McGill. 
J. L. Stewart. 
Jos. U. Sweeney. 


Turney, Burges, Cul- 
well, Holliday & 
Pollard. 


Edward D. Tittman, 


FT. WORTH. 

Wm. J. Berne. 

Capps, Canty, Han- 

ger & Short. 

R. M. Rowland, 

John W. Wray. 

George Thompson, 

J. H. Barwise, Jr. 

H. T. Cooper, 

Dee Estes. 

Arthur L. Moore. 

W. M. Odell. 

A, J. Power. 

H. P. Shead., 

Geo. F. Seideman. 

V. K. Wedgworth. 
GAINESVILLE. 

W. E. Murphy. 

J. L. Tippit. 
GALVESTON, 

John L. Darrouzet. 

James B. & Charles J. 

Stubbs. 

John T. Wheeler. 

Bryan F. Williams. 
GEORGETOWN. 

Wilcox & Graves. 
HAMLIN. 

R. E. Rodgers. 


HEARNE. 

J. F. Lane. 
HOUSTON. 

John F. Battaile. 

Edwin C. Carr. 

Jack Ciulla. 

Robert L. Cole, 

W. L. Cook. 

Dannebaum, Amer- 

man & Sears. 

Fuller & Fuller. 

D. Edward Greer. 

Harris & Harris. 

J. W. Lockett. 

John G. Logue, 

B. F. Louis. 

Mathis, Teague & 

Mathis. 

J. V. Meek. 

John W. Parker. 

Thos. C. Rowe. 

J. H. Tallichet, 

Turnley & Clark. 
JACKSONVILLE. 

Lee G. Carter. 
LAREDO. 

Asher R. Smith. 
LINDEN. 

Bartlett & Patman. 
LONGVIEW. 

Young & Stinchcomb. 
MARSHALL, 

F. H. Prendergast. 
MEMPHIS. 

David Fitzgerald, 
MEXIA, 

O. M. Wroe. 
MINERAL WELLS. 

Ritchie & Ranspot. 

Smith & Smith. 


NACOGDOCHES. 
S. M. Adams. 
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NEW BOSTON. 
L, R. Atkins, 
PLAINVIEW. 
M, J, Baird, 
PORT ARTHUR. 
J. E. Rose. 
J. W. Williams, 
7, J. Wistner, 
RIO GRANDE CITY. 
R. Oosterveen, 
SAN ANTONIO. 
Robert L. Ball. 
Claude V. Birkhead, 
Charles Dittmar. 
J. D. Dodson. 
Geo. W. Huntress, 
O. H, E, Kramer. 
Solon Stewart. 
Terrell, Davis, Huff & 
McMillan. 


SPUR, 

W. D. Wilson. 
STEPHENVILLE. 

E, T. Chandler. 
SULPHUR SPRINGS. 

Cc. E. Beasley. 
TEXARKANA, 

R, W. Rogers. 

King & Mahaffey. 
TYLER, 

Johnson, Edwards & 

Hughes. 

WACO. 

A. G. Flowers. 

Nat Harris, 

Harry P. Jordan. 

R. O. Stotter. 

W. M. Sleeper. 
WAXAHACHIE. 

J. L. Gammon. 
WICHITA FALLS. 

A. H. Britain, 
WILLS POINT. 

Wynne & Wynne. 


a 


UTAH. 


FILLMORE. 
T. M. Ivory. 


LOGAN. 

J. C. Walters. 
MANTI. 

Lewis Larson. 


OGDEN. 
A. G. Horn, 
Cc. H. Hollingsworth. 
W. R. Skeen. 


SALT LAKE CITY. 
E. M. Bagley. 
G. W. Bartch, 
Booth & Lee. 
W. M. Bradley. 
L. Eggertsen Cluff 
Pierce, Critchlow & 

Marr. 

H. R. Macmillan, 
Thos. Marioneaux, 
Thomas Ramage. 
Skeen & Skeen. 
Ray Van Cott, 
Waldemar Van Cott. 


VERMONT. 


BETHEL. 
Guy Wilson. 
ISLAND POND. 
Harry B. Amey. 
MONTPELIER. 
Jos, G. Frattini. 
Fred Laird. 
NEWPORT. 
Walter H, Cleary, 





NORTHFIELD. 
Plumley & Plumliey. 

ST. ALBANS, 
Geo. Hogan. 

ST. JOHNSBURY. 
Harry Blodgett. 


VIRGINIA, 


ALEXANDRIA CITY. 

Leo P. Harlow. 
ARRINGTON. 

Will T. Snyder, 
CAPE CHARLES, 

Louis S. Sacks. 
CLIFTON FORGE. 

O. B. Harvey. 
HARRISONBURG. 

H. W. Bertram. 
HILLSVILLE. 

L, E. Lindsay. 
LEESBURG. 

Edwin E. Garrett. 
LYNCHBURG. 

Duncan Drysdale, 
MARION, 

Geo, F. Cook. 
MAYBROOK. 

V. K. Porterfield. 
NORFOLK. 

R. W. Peatross. 

Thomas W. Shelton. 
RICHMOND. 

Sherlock Bronson. 

Geo. Bryan. 

A. W. Patterson, 

Lawrence P. Pool. 

Robt. E. Scott. 

Robert H. Talley. 

Thos, I, Talley. 

J. Randolph Tucker. 
ROANOKE. 

Jackson & Henson. 

Staples, Coche & 

Hazlegrove, 

ROSSLYM. 

Leo P. Harlow. 
VICTORIA. 

Geo. E. Allen. 


WASHINGTON. 


ABERDEEN. 

A. B, Graham, 
CHEHALIS. 

Gus C, Thacker. 
COLFAX. 

Chas. E. Fleming. 
COLVILLE. 

W. Lon Johnson, 

Osee W. Noble. 
COUPEVILLE., 

D. W. Craddock. 
HOQUAIM. 

Wm, E. Campbell. 
MOUNT VERNON. 

Wilbra Coleman. 
NORTH YAKIMA. 

I, J. Rounds. 
OKANOGAN. 

Cc. H. Neal. 
OMAK, 

Carl N. Woods. 
PASCO. 

Chas. W. Johnson, 


PORT TOWNSEND. 
A. R. Coleman, 


REPUBLIC. 
Jas, T. Johnson. 





SEATTLE. 
Edward Brady. 
Vivian M, Carkeek, 
Cc. E. Claypool. 
John F. Dore. 
Karr, Gregory & H. G. 

Sutton. 

James A. Haight. 
James B. Howe. ~» 
McClure & McClure. 
J. K. McDowall. 
W. G. McLaren. 
Fred H. Peterson. 
H. J. Ramsey. 
John W. Roberts. 
Roberts & Skeel. 
John J. Sullivan. 


SHELTON. 
M. W. Logan. 


SOUTH BEND. 
Herman Murray. 


SPOKANE. 
Cannon & Ferris. 
Nuzum, Clark & 

Nuzum, 


TACOMA. 
Chas. O. Bates. 
Ellis, Fletcher & 

Evans. 

Guy E. Kelly. 
M,. A, Langhorne. 
Lund & Lund, 
Raymond J. McMillan. 
H. G. & Dix Rowland, 
Sullivan & Christian. 


TONASKET. 
Jos. A. Merva., 


WALLA WALLA. 
Geo. W. Thompson, 


WENATCHEE. 
Alfred Gfeller, 


WILBUR. 
Cc. M. N. Love, 


YAKIMA, 
M. C. Delle. 

- Thos. E. Grady. 
Cc. E. Udell. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


BECKLBPY. 
Cc, Overton Dunn. 
M, L. Painter. 


BLUEFIELD. 
John R. Dillard. 
Arthur F. Kingdon, 
Lee & Tanner. 


CHARLESTON. 

Bowers & Gilchrist. 

Koontz & Hurlbutt. 

McClintic, Mathews & 
Campbell. 

Harry E. Penhale. 

Price, Smith, Spilman 
& Clay. 


CLARKSBURG. 
B. Meredino 


CLAY. 
B. C. Eakle. 


FAIRMONT. 
Paul G, Armstrong. 
Ira L. Smith. 


GRAFTON. 
W. Merle Watkins. 


HINTON. 
Thos. N. Read. 





HUNTINGTON. 
Fitzpatrick, Brown & 
Davis. 
Vinson, Thompson, 
Meek & Renshaw. 
MARTINSBURG. 
Clarence E. Martin. 
MULLENS. 
J. Albert Toler. 


PARKERSBURG. 
Ambler, McCluer & 
Ambler. 
Merrick & Smith. 
F. P. Moats. 
W. H. Wolfe. 


POINT PLEASANT. 
Chas. E. Hogg. 


SPENCER. 
Thos. P. Ryan, 


UNION. 
R. L, Clark. 


WAYNE. 
F. F. Scaggs. 


WELCH. 
G. H. Howard. 


WHEELING, 
McCamic & Clarke, 
J. Bernard Handlan,. 

WESTON. 

Robert L. Bland, 
W. W. Brannon. 

WILLIAMSON. 

John H, Greene. 
Bias & Chafin. 
Wm. B. Hogg. 


WISCONSIN, 


ANTIGO. 

Chas. H. Avery. 
APPLETON. 

L. Hugo Keller, 


ASHLAND, 

Allan T, Pray. 
BELOIT, 

H. W. Adams, 
BERLIN. 

W. E. Cavanaugh. 
BURLINGTON. 

Louis H. Rohr. 
COLBY. 

Frank A. Jackson, 
DE PERE. 

J. B. Broekman. 
DURAND. 

Frank E. Hebert. 
EAU CLAIRE, 

Cc. T. Bundy, 
GREEN BAY. 

Minahan, Minahan, 

Minahan and Du- 
quaine. 

A. McComb. 
HUDSON. 

Baker & Haven. 
HURLEY. 

A. L. Ruggles. 


LA CROSSE. 
Geo. H. Gordon. 
A. H. Schubert. 
MADISON. 
Gilbert & Ela. 
S. A. Madigan. 
MANITOWOC. 
Emil Baensch. 


MERRILL. 
Richard B. Runke. 
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MILWAUKEE. 


Alexander & Burke. 


Bottum Hudnall, 
Lecher & Mc- 
Namara, 

Bohmrick & Gabel. 

Harvey M, Burns. 


Emmet J. Carrigan. 


H, L. Eaton. 
H. F. Friedrich. 
John A. F. Groth, 
Andrew Gilbertson. 
Thos. F, Hayden. 
W. A. Hayes. 
#rank M. Hoyt. 
Nicholas F, Lucas. 
H. R .Manger. 
Thos. A. Manning. 
tobert N. McMynn, 
John B. Niven. 
Olwell, Durant & 
Brady. 
J. L. O’Connor. 
Rix & Barney. 
Dale C. Shockley. 
Henry S. Sloan. 
A, G. Schwefel. 
Henry W. Stark. 
Van Dyke, Shaw, 
Muskat & Van 
Dyke. 





OSHKOSH. 

Frank B, Keefe. 
PORTAGE. 

Daniel H. Grady, 
PRAIRIE DU CHIEN 

J. P. Evans. 
RACINE. 

John H. Liegler. 


RHINELANDER, 
E. D, Minahan. 


RIVER FALLS. 
F, M. White. 
SUPERIOR. 
W. R. Foley. 
R. E. Kennedy 


VIROQUA, 
J. Henry Bennett. 


WATERTOWN. 


Chas. R. Blumenfield, 


John G. Conway. 


WEST SUPERIOR, 
W. M. Steele. 


WISCONSIN RAPIDS. 
Goggins & Brazeau, 





WYOMING. 


CASPER. 
E. E. Enterline. 
W. H. Patten. 
B. G. Westover. 


CHEYENNE. 
W. C, Kinkead. 
Herbert V. Lacey. 
Chas. E, Lane. 


CODY. 
J. E. McElvain. 


ROCK SPRINGS. 
F. W. Johnson, 
Rush L, De Nise. 


SHERIDAN, 
Cc. A. Kutcher. 
Diefenderter & 
Wakeman. 


BRAZIL. 


RIO DE JANEIRO. 


Richard P. Momsen, 





i a 
CANADA. ' 


MONTREAL. 
Victor E. Mitchell, 


HALIFAX, 
H. Mellish. 


FINLAND. 


HELSINGFORS. 
Cc. L. Kagey. 


NEW ZEALAND. 


WELLINGTON, 
F. Harrison, 


SCOTLAND. 


GLASGOW. 
Donald Mackay. 
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